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No more British lives thrown 


away in foreign quarreis! 


Bring them home! 


With Iraq becoming a bigger and bigger 
bloodbath with almost every week that 
passes, we were given the depressing news 
last month that British forces could be in the 
country for at least another ten years! 

This was the estimate of Brigadier Nick 
Carter, the garrison commander in Basra, 
who has said that our troops would probably 
have to stay in order to ‘beef up’ the Iraqi 
police force. According to the Brigadier:- 


“We are in cloud-cuckooland if we think 
we are going to create overnight a police 
force that is accountable to the popu- 
lation.” 


Presumably, Brigadier Carter would not 
have attained his rank had he been entirely 
without a brain, but any presence of brain 
power on his part is sadly without evidence 
in a statement such as this. Just in what way 
can the establishment of a police force in Iraq 
that is “accountable to the population” be a 
duty remotely connected with the role of the 
British armed forces? Would the Duke of 


Nationalist comment 


A British squaddie trying to keep order in the streets of Basra. Why should his life be 
on the line in a quarrel that has nothing to do with us? 


Wellington have remained at his post on the 
day of Waterloo had his brief been to 
establish a police force acceptable to the 
population of Belgium? Or would he, as 
seems much more likely, have employed his 
famously caustic tongue telling the politic- 
ians of the day not to talk-such drivel? In 
Wellington’s time, and before and since — 
until in recent years Britain went completely 
insane — the purpose of our armed forces was 
the defence of the realm and the protection 
and furtherance of its worldwide interests. 
Only last month, British forces in Basra 
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became the targets of violent attacks as angry 
mobs ran amok. Mercifully, none was killed, 
but the news that our troops may have to be 
in the country for as long as another decade 
opens up prospects of a ghastly casualty toll 
in a war that seems to have no end. 

Right now, there is a very large and 
growing consensus in Britain that we were 
wrong to have gone into Iraq in the first 
place. But we still have politicians and 
journalists agonising about how and when 
we may be able to get out. All the debate 
seems to be about ways and means of setting 
up an Iraqi constitution and ruling adminis- 
tration that would enable us to withdraw with 
decorum before too long. 

We do not share the view that Britain 
needs to keep its forces in Iraq for a moment 
longer. This is because we do not share the 
view that we have the slightest obligation to 
Iraq. The best possible favour we can do the 
Iraqis is to bring our troops home immed- 
iately. But even here it should be said that we 
owe Iraq no favours, only ourselves. 

At present, the only reason why there is a 
British presence in Iraq is that, somehow, the 
face of Tony Blair and his lamentable 
Government has to be saved. But that is their 
problem. They got themselves into this mess, 
and there is no reason why further British 
lives should be risked just so that they may 
extract themselves from it with dignity. 

So, no more prevarication. It’s time to 
pull out! 


The people speak 

According to an opinion poll published in 
The Mail on Sunday on April 4th, 80 per cent 
of those questioned on their attitudes towards 
the Blair Government believe that the 


Government is too soft on immigration. 
Only four per cent think its policies are too 
tough, 10 per cent think they are about right 
and six per cent don’t know. 

And that’s not all. As many as 16 per cent 
say that they would consider voting BNP — 
only ‘consider’, mind you, but we may 
conclude that quite a good many more would 
in fact ‘consider’ doing the same thing but 
would be reluctant to confess this to an 
opinion pollster. 

This poll shows just how dramatically 
public opinion in Britain has hardened on the 
subject of immigration in just a few years — 
probably only since the turn of the century. 
Public opinion has hardened because of what 
the public have seen. Their experience on the 
streets with immigrants and their descen- 
dants is far more of a factor in determining 
their attitudes than pious sermons from polit- 
icians and journalists about the joys of 
‘diversity. And as public opinion has 
moved, at least parts of the press — led by the 
tabloids — have had to move with it. At the 
end of the day, newspapers do not print what 
they think is ‘right’; they print what they 
think is good for business. In this, news- 
paper-owners have to balance the two often 
conflicting pressures of circulation needs 
and the demands of their advertisers. The 
latter tend to favour editorial policies that are 
‘liberal’ and globalist, while the man and 
woman in the street, who determine circulat- 
ion, lean more and more towards policies 
that are ‘right-wing’ and nationalist. 

An increasingly _nationalist-minded 
reading public creates an increasing market 
for papers that take what at least appears to 
be a nationalist line on immigration and 
Europe. This generates an even stronger 
nationalist consensus, as members of the 
public read reports and articles in news- 
papers — the tabloids at least — which 
reinforce their own opinions. 

What all this means, in the simplest 
terms, is that we are winning. The popular 
tide is flowing in our favour. The oppor- 
tunities for us were never greater. May we be 
sure to grasp them with open arms! 


Tony’s ‘Big 
Conversation’ misfires 


Last December, in a typical Blairite stunt, 
it was announced that the Prime Minister 
would be engaging in what he called a ‘Big 
Conversation’. The idea was that people 
would e-mail to the Labour Party their views 
about how the Government was performing, 
and their views would be shown on the 
party’s website. 

Of course, the plan was that the e-mails 
would be carefully censored before being 
posted on the site, so as to ensure that Tony 
and his Government came out of the exercise 


on the 


covered with praise. One typical e-mail put 
on the site came from ‘Kathy of Cheshire’, 
and it said: “I have supported this Govern- 
ment through thick and thin, and I agree with 
95 per cent of its policies.” Ron, also of 
Cheshire, said: “I now feel there is a Labour 
leader I can totally identify with. His name is 
Tony Blair.” 

But the exercise hit a snag. Another 
website happened to have been set up with 
an almost identical name. This was 
<bigconversation.org>, operated by bus- 
inessman Jamie Roy some time previously. 
e-mails sent to this site were uncensored and 
represented the real views of people about 
the Government. The site was bombarded 
with scathing attacks on Tony & Co., many 
of them almost embarrassingly ‘racist’. The 
Labour spin-doctors were horrified. Said Mr. 
Roy: The Labour Party has hijacked our 
idea... Their project is a Big Con because 
they censor people’s views. We are happy to 
publish all replies. 

This crowd currently in charge of the 
country cannot even manage their own 
propaganda machine properly. What a bunch 
of no-hopers! 


In vino veritas? 


Poor Ron Atkinson! The extrovert 
football ex-manager and nowaday TV 
commentator made a slip while covering the 
Chelsea-Monaco match last month. Thinking 
he was off the air, he remarked to a colleague 
that Chelsea captain Marcel Desailly was a 
“f...ing lazy n...er.” 

All hell broke loose. Atkinson was 
promptly fired from his £200,000-a-year job 
with ITV Sport while The Guardian 
newspaper terminated his regular football 
column. There were calls for him to be 
banned from every football ground in the 
country. 

‘Big Ron’, as he is known, immediately 
went into grovel mode, pleading on his 
hands and knees how sorry he was and what 
a great record he had as a ‘non-racist’, saying 
that in his management days he had done as 
much as anyone to bring on black players. It 
did him not the slightest good. The black and 
‘anti-racist’ lobbies can never be appeased 
by this kind of self-flagellation; once having 
tasted blood, they only shriek for more. This 
was a lesson learned just a short time ago by 
former TV chat-show host Robert Kilroy 
Silk, whose cringing apologies for a news- 
paper article unflattering to Arabs did not 
save him his job. He too came under the 
‘anti-racist’ axe. 

It is estimated that Atkinson’s yearly 
earnings will have suffered from this gaffe to 
the tune of £500,000. One wonders what 
possessed him. Maybe he had had a G&T too 
many when his heretical words went on 
record, and maybe the sentiments uttered 


month’s news 


were nearer to his true thoughts than those he 
trotted out for the media during the row 
following. 

It is a fact only too well-known to the 
people in the ‘race’ industry that a large 
portion of the public figures who croon to 
their songsheet only do so because they are 
well paid for their services. Catch them off 
guard for just a moment and reality and truth 
burst through. That’s why the ‘race’ comm- 
issars are so frantic in their censorship. Let 
one blasphemer off the hook and the flood- 
gates will come tumbling down. Hence the 
crucifixion of “Big Ron’. 


To some, the truth hurts 


The German magazine Der Spiegel had 
the phoney ‘patriots’ of this country yelling 
in anger last month when it published a 
six-page feature on modern Britain. We are, 
according to the writers, a land of drunk- 
enness, weak moral fibre, rotten hospitals 
and truanting children. Our social fabric is 
unwinding. They went on to say that there is 
no escape from the “brutal and brutalised 
images” in Britain — from pit-bull owners to 
junk food cartons on the streets. 

This provoked a smug response in the 
Daily Mail of the 12th April in which a 
retaliatory swipe was taken against the 
Germans, spotlighting their high rate of 
unemployment — 10 per cent as against 4 per 
cent here -- and their low economic growth — 
currently 0.5 per cent as against Britain’s 3 
per cent. 

Well, many things in contemporary 
Germany are far from perfect, but stressing 
them doesn’t render Der Spiegel’s analysis 
of our own country wrong. The fact is that 
public services in the Bundesrepublik are 
still immeasurably superior to those in the 
UK and the quality of life there far better, as 
any recent tourist can attest. As for figures of 
economic growth, these can be grossly 
misleading. It is easy for an economy with a 
far lower rate of production to register a 
higher proportionate increase than a much 
more productive one. The fact remains that 
Germany’s GDP per head is half as much 
again as our own. Her manufacturing strength 
puts ours almost into the third- world league 
by comparison. Observe how many 
Mercedes, Volkswagens and BMWs there 
are on Britain’s roads and then go to 
Germany to find how far you have to look to 
see a single British car. 

Shooting the messenger does nothing to 
invalidate the message. The harsh fact is that 
today’s Britain is a sad shambles of a 
country, given up to the worship of the 
vulgar and the second-rate, suffocating in 
humbug, drowning in silliness and strangled 
by a culture of incompetence. It will need a 
political earthquake to bring it to sanity. May 
this come soon! 
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SOMETHING 
ROTTEN... 


JUST over a month from now, a series of elections 
will be held in Britain which will be of vital importance 
to the British National Party. Over recent months the 
party leadership has, quite rightly, been calling on all 
its members and supporters to put in the very max- 
imum effort to assist its election campaigns with both 
money and active work. 

And many of these members 
and supporters have responded 
magnificently. We know some of 
them, and are fully cognisant of 
the sacrifices they have made. 

For the BNP to be worthy of 
these sacrifices, the very least 
we can ask is that its leaders be 
totally focused on the elections and ready and able 
to take the party into them as a united body, 
marching in a single direction, speaking with a 
single voice and acting with a single will. As part of 
all this, every event and activity that can contribute 
usefully to the elections should be welcomed, and 
every individual talent and contribution should be 
harnessed to them, with personal rivalries, 
jealousies and dislikes put into the background. 

This is why a development that occurred last 
month should be profoundly disturbing to party 
followers. It indicates something in the heart of the 
BNP that could, without exaggeration, be called a 
canker — eating away at everything that is fine and 
healthy in the party and undermining its spirit. 

The details of this development are supplied in a 
report on page 19 of this issue. We urge readers to 
study them and ponder on their implications. A 
meeting due to take place in Clitheroe, Lancashire, 
which could have contributed to the campaign for the 
June elections both as a raiser of morale and money, 
became the target of an act of deliberate sabotage. 
And whence came this attempted sabotage? The 
Anti-Nazi League? ‘Anti-Fascist’ Action? The local 
Trades Council? The Labour Party? Any other one of 
the myriad of left-wing organisations that have been 
mobilising to stop the BNP next month? No, it came 
from the BNP leadership! 

The editor of Spearhead had been invited some 
weeks previously to be the guest speaker at the 
Clitheroe meeting. Right from the start, the North 
West regional organiser, acting beyond doubt on the 
directions of the chairman of the party, tried to 
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The attempt to silence a man is the 
greatest honour you can bestow on 
him. It means that you recognise 
his superiority to yourself. 

JOSEPH SOBRAN 


pressure the branch organiser to cancel the 
invitation. After all this had failed, Mr. Tony Lecomber, 
calling himself the party’s ‘Director of Group 
Development and Regulation’, issued an edict against 
our editor forbidding him to speak. The pretext for 
this was a quite ridiculous one relating to a 
photograph of him in a political 
uniform taken nearly 42 years 
ago. Our editor, after consulting 
legal advice, told Mr. Lecomber 
that he would not be dictated to 
and intended to speak at the 
meeting regardless. 

In the coming weeks the BNP 
can expect its enemies and the 
news media to mount a massive smear campaign to 
dissuade the public from voting for the party. This 
campaign will employ all kinds of photographs, 
reports, articles and documented records relating to 
politically embarrassing actions and statements of 
people among the current leadership which are of 
much more recent vintage than anything involving 
our editor, and on page 19 we have provided just 
three examples. All this makes a mockery of the 
purported excuse for trying to sabotage the Clitheroe 
meeting. This act of attempted sabotage most 
certainly was part of a petty and selfish vendetta, but 
we fear that there could be much more behind it than 
merely that. It must be seen against the background 
of numerous extremely divisive tendencies that have 
arisen in the BNP in recent times, many of them in no 
way connected with our editor personally. At a time 
when conditions on the national scene are working 
more and more to the advantage of the BNP and have 
provided us with some notable victories, the unity of 
our party should be solid and its morale sky-high. 
Instead, we are deeply divided and many of our best 
members have been dropping out in disgust and 
disillusionment, sometimes taking part in the 
formation of new and separate nationalist parties, 
which Britain really doesn’t need. 

In the next few weeks, nothing must be allowed 
to detract from the unity of effort that the BNP must 
produce in order to do well in the coming elections. 
But when those elections are over there are things 
in the party that are going to need seriously sorting 
out. As Abraham Lincoln once said, “a house 
divided against itself cannot stand.” 


There can be no doubt now. At last, after 
years of bungling and spin, Labour’s policy 
on asylum and immigration has been revealed 
for the disgraceful and duplicitous sham that 
it is. As we warned in the Express last week, 
this is the issue which could result in the 
Government’s downfall... 

The distinction between the dual problems 
of asylum and immigration was always a 
flimsy one in the eyes of the electorate but it 
was one that Home Secretary David Blunkett 
did his best to talk up when he pledged to 
come down hard on bugus asylum-seekers 
while introducing ‘managed migration’, 
which he argued would help our economy. 

Now we know that this was all so much 
nonsense, that in the bid to reduce asylum 
Statistics illegal immigrants were being 
waved through so that they would not claim 
asylum and swell the figures. 

LEADER ARTICLE 
Daily Express (5.4.04) 


Looming behind the current row about 
asylum-seekers is a far bigger issue, immig- 
ration in general. There are signs now that 
the dreaded ‘race card’ which Tory politic- 
ians, with appropriate horror, are always 
being accused of playing may be going to 
play itself. No wonder Blairite politicians, 
indeed politicians of all parties, are seized 
with panic. 

Ever since mass immigration from the 
former British Empire began, the main polit- 
ical parties have agreed that this subject must 
not be discussed. Successive governments 
have made it illegal to discuss it openly and 
honestly... 

A special bogus term, ‘racism’, has been 
pressed into use to stigmatise the normal, 
universal and mainly innocuous human 
instinct to recognise differences among 
people of different races, and prefer some to 
others, as wicked and disgraceful and to 
invest it with evil Nazi associations... Not 
the least of the ills it (immigration) has 
brought about is a morbid feeling of guilt 
about our European civilisation (‘political 
correctness’) in a nation of cringing hypo- 
crites. 

PETER SIMPLE 
The Daily Telegraph (9.4.04) 


Public trust in the Government’s immig- 
ration policy today lies in tatters. 

Beverley Hughes’ decision to walk the 
plank decides nothing. 

Apart from ridding us of a minister who 
was either incompetent, had no memory or 
was a liar (perm any two from three). 

The huge number of illegal immigrants 
who have sneaked into Britain is a major 
worry to voters because of the strains being 


The things theyre saying 


EXTRACTS FROM THE MAINSTREAM MEDIA 


placed on schools, hospitals and housing. 

But for all their first five years in power, 
all the Government did was make matters 
worse with a tangled mess of rules that didn’t 
work. 

For the past two years they have talked 
tough but achieved what? 

Police don’t even arrest lorryloads of 
illegals — they ask them to make their way to 
the immigration HQ in Croydon. 

Naturally, they do a runner. 

LEADER ARTICLE 
The Sun (2.4.04) 


It might have been the news that net 
foreign immigration had reached 245,000 a 
year, or Beverley Hughes’ shameful econ- 
omics with the truth about Romanian roof- 
tilers, or David Blunkett’s manipulation of 
asylum-seeker numbers. Perhaps it was the 
Labour MP demanding that we honour IRA 
murderers, or the scrapping of a statue of a 
wild boar in a Derbyshire park lest it offend 
Muslims, or the banning of England football 
shirts from a school playground in case they 
outrage cultural minorities, or the bishop of 
who-cares-where twittering away on Thought 


for the Day about how jolly lucky we are to 


have all these faiths to choose from. On 
balance, though, I think it was the matter-of- 
fact way my daughter described how, the 
other weekend, she and her friends had been 
surrounded by a gang of black youths armed 
with knives and robbed of everything they 
had... This was the moment when the reality 
of mass immigration... got very, very personal 
and I shrugged off my perfectly manageable 
sense of vague unease and became a fully- 
fledged Angry Old Man. 
DAVID LOVIBOND 
The Spectator (10.4.04) 


The big parties, New Labour and useless 
Tories alike, keep telling us that we need lots 
of immigrants because we are short of 
skilled workers. I don’t beliee a word of it. 

In the past 20 years, hundreds of 
thousands of highly competent, perfectly 
healthy people have been pushed out of 
skilled work for the crime of being more than 
50 years old. 

If we are short of workers who know what 
they are doing, I am sure that a lot of these 
unfairly sacked citizens would welcome the 
chance to return to work. 

While they’re there, they could help to 
train the thousands of betrayed youngsters 
who cannot find work because they do not 
know how to do anything useful. 

With the aid of this lost generation, we 
could rebuild our education system, bring 


back grammar schools, set up decent tech- 

nical secondaries and encourage proper 

apprenticeships, so that within ten years or 

so we would have all the young skilled 
workers we need. 

PETER HITCHENS 

The Mail on Sunday (11.4.04) 


The English seem to have been defeated 
in their own country, and imperialism has 
gone into reverse as former colonials have 
returned in triumph... 

The 2001 census discovered that London’s 
population of 7.1 million included only 4.3 
million white British. Among the rest were 
437,000 people whose families originated in 
India, 379,000 from black African families, 
344,000 of black Caribbean origin, 226,000 
of mixed race and 220,000 of Irish origin, 
while those whose families originated in 
Bangla Desh, Pakistan and other Asian 
countries contributed more than 500,000. 
The streets are loud with exotic languages, 
full of Muslim veils and beards and African 
robes. The high street has restaurants from 
30 countries, including Iraq, Iran and Sudan. 

ANTHONY SAMPSON 
The Observer (28.3.04) 


Tory leader Michael Howard should be 
hounding Tony Blair over the mess in Iraq, 
but we’re told he’s frightened of being called 
‘opportunistic’. Why is that so bad? 

Opportunism is the practice of ‘regulating 
actions by favourable opportunities rather 
than by consistent principles’. No prob for 
Mr. Howard, surely. 

What his critics mean is hypocrisy, not 
opportunism. As a member of Iain Duncan 
Smith’s shadow cabinet, Mr. Howard 
supported the invasion of Iraq. 

This stinking fish will remain around his 
neck. 

PETER MACKAY 
Daily Mail (12.4.04) 


Blair has always posed as a centrist, but 
he’s led the most left-wing government in 
history... Now it’s all falling apart. The 
federalist dream is over. Belatedly, they’ve 
woken up to the nightmare of uncontrolled 
immigration. 

Even Blair can’t bring himself to accept 
the game’s up... 

Battered and bruised, all he’s left with is 
all he’s ever had — lies and smears. 

But then, with no convincing arguments 
on their side, the Left always resort to 
character assassination and distortion of the 
truth to cow their opponents. 

RICHARD LITTLEJOHN 
The Sun (23.4.04) 
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WHY WE DON’T NEED 
JEWISH CANDIDATES 


IT keeps coming back to haunt us — the 
Jewish Question, that is. So it has done for 
many hundreds of years and so it will 
continue to do as long as Jewish power is a 
major factor in the world. 

I well remember my own induction into 
Jewish issues. It occurred when, as a young 
man in the late 1950s, I first became involved 
in British Nationalism. Essentially, I wanted 
to do something to lift up my own country 
and people; I had no wish whatever to 
become engaged in fights with Jews. I recall, 
with some embarrassment today, the rather 
pompous and precocious lectures I gave to 
others that they should steer well clear of any 
mention of Jews in an unflattering context 
lest this bring down upon us the charge of 
‘anti-semitism’ or, even worse, ‘nazism’. I 
once wrote a letter to my then chief and 
mentor A.K. Chesterton containing some 
strictures of this kind. His reply stung me a 
little at the time, though when I think about it 
now it seems a masterpiece of diplomacy. 
Here was this upstart — a virtual know- 
nothing — presuming to tell him what was 
what on a subject on which he had been a 
world-acclaimed authority for at least 20 
years! 

But sobering experiences and enlighten- 
ment were not far away. I soon came to 
realise, in the course of being a keen activist 
in the patriotic movement, that though we 
may do everything possible to avoid conflict 
with Jewry, Jewry — or at least its politically 
organised elements — was determined on 
conflict with us. Protesting that one was not 
‘anti-semitic’ was of no avail; the moment 
one became involved and identified with the 
struggle for one’s own race and nation — in 
my case the British race and nation — one 
became tarred by the Jews with the mark of 
the Devil. And, as I later learned, one became 
a name on a file in the offices of various 
Jewish organisations and a figure on the 
Jewish ‘hit list’ — perhaps not literally in the 
sense of assassination but most definitely 
figuratively, as an enemy to be watched, 
monitored and, when thought necessary, 
publicly reviled. 


Awakening 


I described this process of awakening in 
The Eleventh Hour:- 


“Bit by bit, it started to come home to me, 
in the form of incontrovertible evidence, 
that there was present in Britain and 
around the world a definite Jewish 
network wielding immense influence and 
power — through money, through politics 
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and through its strong foothold, in some 
sectors amounting to virtual monopoly, in 
the mass media.” 


And further on:- 


“Then what of the uses of Jewish wealth 
and power? I set to work studying the 
political orientation of Jewish writers in 


Right now this issue is being brought 
home to us in almost every TV news bulletin 
as we see scenes of carnage in Iraq — the 
legacy of the insane war against that country 
waged by America and Britain and their 
coalition allies. And why are we in Iraq — 
against all our better interests? Every know- 


JOHN TYNDALL addresses a vexed 
issue that is dividing nationalists 


the press, Jewish book-publishers, Jewish 
political leaders, political philosophers 
and academics. I investigated the various 
causes to which Jewish money was being 
donated. 

“The truth was inescapable. In not one 
single case could I find any prominent, 
powerful and influential Jewish person- 
age who identified himself or herself with 
any cause complementary to the interests 
of the British Nation... Quite the contrary, 
every cause inimical to these things 
seemed to have Jewish participation and 
backing. Looking back to the political 
arguments I had had earlier, it now 
occurred to me, as it had not done at the 
time, that the most vociferous and 
aggressive opponents of all I believed in 
had been Jews. 

“IT became aware of a strange paradox. 
While Jews were to be found among the 
most ardent and committed opponents of 
British Nationalism and British race- 
loyalty, they were at the same time the 
most passionate champions of nation- 
alism and race consciousness on the part 
of their own people...” 


Unavoidable question 


This awakening forced me, against all my 
initial inclinations, to acknowledge that there 
was, very definitely, a ‘Jewish Question’. It 
was a question which patriots of all countries 
seeking the salvation of their peoples were 
bound to encounter and deal with, whether 
they wished it or not. Exactly how that 
question should be dealt with was, and 
remains, a subject of much greater complex- 
ity, and this subject has given rise to a vast 
myriad of opinions and arguments. But to 
suppose that the question could just be 
ignored or wished away was to dwell in 
cloud-cuckooland. The wrath and hatred of 
organised Jewry is a mountain that stands in 
the path of every movement of enlightened 
racial patriotism wherever one cares to look 
in the world, but in particular among nations 
of White European pedigree. 


ledgeable observer of the international scene 
knows why we are there, although few — 
particularly in the ranks of well-paid journal- 
ists and broadcasters — dare admit it publicly. 
We are there because Israel demands that we 
should be there to serve as its own shield 
against an insurgent Arab and Muslim world. 
And how is tiny Israel able to dictate such a 
policy to nations like the United States and 
United Kingdom? Again, every knowledge- 
able observer knows how but few dare to say: 
The Israeli lobby in Washington virtually 
owns the US Government and President, 
while its brethren in this country virtually 
own Tony Blair. 


SHARON 
“We control America,” he has claimed. 


In an article in these pages last month the 
writer quoted from a statement by Israeli 
President Ariel Sharon made on radio on 
October 3rd 2001: “We the Jewish people 
control America, and the Americans know 
it.” This quote has had an extensive world- 
wide circulation and, to my knowledge, has 
never been publicly disavowed by anyone in 
Sharon’s administration. In any event, 
whether authentic or not, it represents what 
everyone knows to be the truth. 

The tragedy now being enacted in Iraq is 
but the most recent instalment of a whole 
series of major tragedies convulsing the 


world extending back to the Russian Revo- 
lution in 1917, through World War II, 
through the fiasco of Suez in 1956, right up 
to the present — and not excluding the 
economic rape of post-communist Russia — 
in which organised Jewry, whether as instig- 
ator or perceived victim, has played a central 
part. Whether we care to admit it or not, 
there is a ‘Jewish Question’ — a phenomenon 
that has cast the Jews in an absolutely unique 
role that sets them quite apart from the rest of 
the nations. Whether this leads to us viewing 
them sympathetically or in opposition, 
acceptance of that overriding truth is the 
essential foundation of all debate. And the 
Jewish Question simply will not go away. 


Attempted sabotage of meetings 

Let us come now to the impact which this 
Jewish Question has on our own movement, 
the British National Party. That impact was 
manifest in a very special way back in 1998, 
when I headed a team of BNP officials 
whose job it was to organise our then 
customary Annual Rally. We experienced 
great difficulty in obtaining premises for the 
event until one was eventually acquired in 
the West Midlands. A year previously we 
had run up against the same problem when a 
hotel booking in Shepperton, Middlesex, had 
been cancelled at the last moment as a result 
of threatening telephone calls to the manage- 
ment. In reply to our enquiries about these 
threats, a management representative had 
admitted that they had come from “‘a Jewish 
organisation.” Now, for the 1998 rally, we 
had booked a large room at the Moat House 
Hotel in Northampton. Shortly afterwards, 
this booking was terminated. The manager 
told us quite openly on the telephone that the 
cause of the termination was a telephone call 
threatening demonstrations which he had 
received from the “Jewish Board of Depu- 
ties” (customary shorthand for the Board of 
Deputies of British Jews). 

The BNP subsequently had an exchange 
of correspondence with the Board on this 
matter in which the latter made no attempt to 
deny its role in putting pressure on the hotel 
(Details of this correspondence were given 
in two reports in the January and February 
1999 issues of Spearhead). 

To appreciate the significance of these 
attempts by organised Jewry to prevent the 
BNP holding meetings, it is necessary for the 
reader to know that neither up till that time 
nor since did the party make any statements, 
written or verbal, that could be reasonably 
construed as ‘anti-semitic’ or ‘anti-Jewish’. 
Some periodicals published independently in 
support of the BNP had _ occasionally 
published articles critical of actions by 
specific Jews and Jewish organisations, but 
even in these cases nothing had ever been 
written calling for Jews to be ill-treated 
individually merely because they were Jews. 
In fact these articles were no more ‘anti- 
Jewish’ than articles attacking the IRA could 


be called ‘anti-Irish’. 

This episode of the cancelled meeting- 
hall bookings was just one of many that have 
underlined that organised Jewry has been at 
war with the BNP since the party’s inception 
22 years ago. Our crime, quite clearly, has 
been that we are patriotic and nationalist — 
something which only the Jews themselves 
are permitted to be in this modern world. 

And here is the vital point: the war by 
organised Jewry against the BNP is going to 
continue for as long as it is perceived to be a 
patriotic and nationalist party and as long as 
it is regarded as a political ‘threat’, quite 
regardless of anything the BNP may itself do 
to convince the world that it is not ‘anti- 
semitic’ or ‘anti-Jewish’. Likewise, non- 
Jewish politicians, journalists and broad- 
casters who have been opposed to the BNP 
for all these years are not going to weaken in 
their opposition as a result of any such 
declarations. 

And here is where it is time to examine 
the latest ‘gimmick’ employed by the current 
BNP leadership by its adoption of a Jewish 
candidate to contest a local government 
election in the Epping Forest area. I use the 
word ‘gimmick’ deliberately for that is 
precisely what it is — just as previous 
gimmicks have been used, notably the 
adoption of a candidate in Cumbria who was 
reported as rejoicing in his black son-in-law 
and half-black grandchild and the granting of 
a regular column to a Sikh writer in the party 
newspaper. These previous gimmicks have 
achieved nothing other than to cause consid- 
erable internal disquiet within the party, 
leading to some resignations, and so it will 
be with this latest one involving the Epping 
Forest candidate. 


Doing what is needed to win 

Let us at this point clear the decks of 
confusion as to what this argument is all 
about. To some people, it may appear as an 
argument between the ‘purists’ in the nation- 
alist camp, who insist on the maintenance of 
absolute ideological rectitude, and the “prag- 
matists’, who insist that the party must say 
and do what is necessary for political 
success. It may surprise some people when I 
state that I belong very firmly among the 
latter. I too believe that the BNP must say 
and do what is necessary to win, and that 
where that might involve tactical compro- 
mises that are intelligently designed to have 
some tangible political effect I am prepared 
to endorse them. In fact, I have no more time 
than Mr. Griffin professes to have for those 
perpetual ‘losers’ on the nationalist scene 
who are more interested in purity than in 
victory. 

And in this regard the ‘purists’ would do 
well to study the histories of the movements 
and leaders they claim most to admire, for 
they would discover that they too were not 
above tactical compromises when the 
situation demanded. 


My opposition to the adoption of the 
Jewish candidate is based on the same 
considerations as those which led me to 
oppose the previous gimmicks and stunts 
mentioned. I do not believe that, in terms of 
practical politics, it will achieve anything 
useful at all. It will not win the BNP a single 
vote. It will not make it in the slightest way 
more popular either with the Jewish comm- 
unity in this country or the broader inter- 
nationalist establishment of which that 
community is the driving engine. It will not 
gain the party any brownie points with the 
mass media. 

The one thing that the adoption will 
achieve — and has already achieved — is to 
cause further alarm, dismay and disillusion- 
ment in the ranks of the BNP’s most 
dedicated supporters and activists. 

We must never forget that part of what is 
necessary to win is that we keep our move- 
ment together, united in conviction, strong in 
resolve and high in morale. Tactical 
manoeuvres that have a contrary effect are 
not politically clever; they are politically 
self-defeating. 

This latest move has been defended on 
similar grounds to the moves made in the 
past. It will convince the public that the party 
is not ‘racist’. It will nail the ‘anti-semitic’ 
smear. It will scotch the allegations that the 
BNP is a ‘nazi’ party. 


JANNER 
Still calls BNP “descendants of the Nazis” 


Well, so far nobody outside Mr. Griffin’s 
circle seems to be listening. Immediately the 
adoption of the candidate, Mrs. Pat Richard- 
son (née Feldman), was announced, the 
London Jewish News published an article 
making it clear that the Jews were not fooled, 
and it quoted a Labour Friends of Israel 
spokesman, David Mencer, as calling the 
move “a sick stunt.” Meanwhile top Jew 
Lord Janner reacted by saying: ““The BNP are 
trying hard to be respectable but we know 
them for what they are — the direct descen- 
dants of Hitler’s nazis.” Then in a report in 
The Guardian on the 23rd March it was 
announced that:- 


“MPs from all parties are hoping to use 
the horrors of the Nazi holocaust to attack 
right-wing extremists in Britain. 

“Amid fears that the BNP could win a 


Contd. overleaf 
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WHY WE DON’T NEED 


JEWISH CANDIDATES 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


seat in the European parliamentary elect- 
ions in June, MPs from all the main 
parties used visits to the Auschwitz 
concentration camp to warn of the 
dangers of embracing the far right.” 


And the Board of Deputies, referred to 
earlier, is still busy in the anti-BNP war. It 
was announced last month that the Board 
was urging all Jews to vote in the forth- 
coming European elections to keep the BNP 
out. 


Not an issue to voters 


There will no doubt be some simple souls 
who will protest that all this underlines the 
need for the BNP to parade its credentials as 
a party that is not ‘anti-semitic’, hence the 
need for a Jewish candidate or two. But the 
thinking is fundamentally flawed. The claim, 
as can be seen, cuts absolutely no ice with 
the influential and the powerful. What then 
of the ordinary voters? Well, my own 
experience when the party’s parliamentary 
candidate at Dagenham in 1994 was that 
never once was the issue of Jews raised in 
any one of the hundreds of calls I made when 
canvassing (nor, incidentally, was the 
question of whether repatriation of other 
ethnic groups should be obligatory or volun- 
tary). What of more recent times? Take 
Burnley, the area of our greatest successes so 
far. Steven Smith, who more than any other 
single person was the architect of those 
successes, has confirmed to me that neither 
were Jews ever an issue in the campaigns in 
which he was involved. Public concern 
which led to BNP councillors being elected 
in Burnley was about the impact of other 
minority groups, particularly Muslims, on 
the town. Public knowledge there that the 
party had a Jewish candidate standing some- 
where, he says, would have neither increased 
nor reduced the BNP vote in Burnley one jot. 
The matter would have been one of supreme 
indifference to the voters there. In the course 
of the victorious campaigns in Burnley the 
local and national media and the active left 
screamed loudly that we were ‘racists’. This 
did not in the slightest way spoil our pros- 
pects, and may indeed have enhanced them. 

Then there is Steve Batkin, the BNP’s 
victorious council election candidate in 
Stoke-on-Trent, another area where the party 
vote has risen enormously. Immediately 
prior to the local government elections in the 
city last year, the local newspaper persuaded 
Steve, against his better judgement, to make 
a statement denying the so-called ‘Holo- 
caust’. This was plastered across the front 
page on the eve of the poll. Steve still got 
elected! He acknowledges now that the 
statement was a mistake, but it didn’t stop 
him winning! The issue simply did not 
impinge one way or the other on the 
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concerns that occupied Stoke voters. Steve 
Batkin, like Steve Smith in Burnley, has 
confirmed that Jews simply weren’t an issue 
on the doorstep in Stoke; asylum-seekers 
certainly were, and very much so. Know- 
ledge that the BNP had a Jewish candidate, 
he has confirmed, would not have made the 
slightest difference either way. 

I have spoken to organisers in a number 
of other areas where the BNP has obtained 
good election results, and these, without 
wishing to be named, have said much the 
same thing. Jews have not been an issue. 
‘Anti-semitism’ or ‘pro-semitism’ have been 
far from people’s minds. 

But these matters are not far from 
people’s minds in the BNP. For all the 
reasons I have given in the earlier part of this 
article, they are very much in the forefront. 
To those experienced in party activity and at 
the higher levels of political understanding, 
organised Jewry is perceived as an enemy of 
everything we stand for — not by our choice 
but by its choice. We would far rather it be 
otherwise, but that is the way it is in the 
world we live in. This being so, it is fair and 
honest to say that there is within the BNP a 
great deal of very powerful feeling over the 
fact that Jewry, while insisting on the right of 
the Jews to be nationalistic and ‘racist’, will 
not recognise the right of other peoples to be 
so — but, on the contrary, will not hesitate to 
sabotage the activities of those who assert 
this right. 


Cynical game 

I know nothing of Mrs. Richardson, 
having never met her. In what I write here 
there is nothing personal intended against 
her. She has simply become a pawn in what I 
believe to be a quite cynical game being 
played for no real advantage to the BNP but 
solely in order to further a certain agenda for 
change in the party of which she probably 
has no inkling. I believe that in her interest, 
as well as the party’s interest, she should 
never have been placed in that position — a 
position that has already put her under some 
exceedingly unpleasant pressure, which is 
likely to increase as the election campaign 
hots up. The pressure results from the strong 
feelings within the BNP that her selection 
has generated and, not least, it has also come 
from her fellow Jews outside. All this is 
probably a great deal worse than the lady 
deserves. 

The pressure from people in the BNP is 
derived from background knowledge of the 
role of the Jewish community in opposition 
to our party. Mrs. Richardson is not to blame 
for this but, as happens in the real world, she 
is by her Jewish identity inextricably linked 
with the forces responsible. 

In World War II persons of German 
nationality residing in Britain were interned 
without trial because our country was 
engaged in a war with theirs. They probably 
had nothing to do with that war. They may 


well have opposed the German leadership of 
the time. But by the very fact that they were 
German, in a war situation in which Britain 
was fighting against Germany, it was 
considered that they could not enjoy the 
rights of ordinary citizens but must be placed 
outside the pale of citizenship — as much for 
their own protection as from the standpoint 
of our national security. 

And of course this ruling would have had 
double the force had there ever been any 
suggestion of a German occupying a position 
of responsibility in the country at the time. In 
such a situation that suggestion would have 
been regarded as quite preposterous. 

And this is a question that has nothing to 
do with the rights and wrongs of World War 
II, only with the existence of the war as a 


fact. 

Likewise, the question of the BNP 
adopting a Jewish candidate has nothing to 
do with the rights or wrongs of organised 
Jewry’s quarrel with our party, only with the 
recognition of that quarrel as a fact. Jews 
would not tolerate BNP members joining 
Jewish organisations, let alone acting as their 
public representatives, even if those members 
were in no way anti-Jewish but wanted good 
relations with the Jewish community. There 
can be no alternative but for the same rule to 
Operate in reverse. 

And the fact of Jewry’s quarrel with the 
BNP is one of which Mr. Griffin is as aware 
as anyone. Not only is he on record as having 
written numerous articles and pamphlets 
addressing the realities of the Jewish 
Question — notably in the field of Holocaust 
denial — but I have in my office a large file of 
correspondence in which he has expressed 
his opinions on the subject to me in no 
uncertain terms. All this makes a complete 
nonsense of his current Jew-friendly postures. 
There may be people in the BNP who can 
with straight faces and complete honesty 
publicly proclaim their philo-semitic creden- 
tials but Nick Griffin is not one of them. 


Talking about party image... 

There is one thing on which I am in 
complete agreement with Mr. Griffin. This is 
that, with elections coming up which are of 
huge importance to the BNP, the party needs 
to take great care not to present any avoid- 
able propaganda weapons to its enemies, 
that the public image it puts across to the 
British voters is — as far as this lies within its 
control — vitally important. 

But a very welcome weapon has in fact 
been handed to the BNP’s enemies on a plate 
by the selection as leading candidate for a 
seat on the Greater London Authority of a 
man who in his earlier days established for 
himself a police record of unruly behaviour 
at football grounds — who in the parlance of 
those enemies would be called a ‘football 
hooligan’. Now many of us can get up to 
silly things in our younger days, as I can 
myself testify; but the idea that this man 


might be the BNP’s leading (and possibly 
sole) representative on the GLA sits rather 
oddly, to say the least, with the claim that a 
Jewish candidate must be adopted because it 
is essential to the party’s ‘good image’. So it 
was also with the selection not long ago of a 
candidate in the North of England who once 
was convicted for posting razor blades to a 
Jewish judge. Again, that candidate would 
no doubt regret his past behaviour and it 
should not be held against him for ever; but 
this is a party whose present leaders insist 
that it has ‘changed’, that it is has smartened 
up its public image and that they are making 
it much more ‘acceptable’ than previously. 
So just what is going on? 


The purpose of the stunts? 


I suspect that what is going on is some- 
thing very different from the policy line now 
being peddled to the membership and the 
public. I have said earlier that these various 
stunts — the candidate with the black son-in- 
law, the Sikh columnist, and now the Jewish 
lady standing in Epping Forest — make zero 
difference to the BNP’s appeal to the voters. 
And this is certainly true in the case of those 
voters whom the party can conceivably hope 
to win over in the foreseeable future. But I 
have also said that the stunts cause a great 
deal of unrest internally, leading to dissatis- 
faction and lowered morale in the ranks, and 
in many cases to people leaving the party. 

But perhaps to some in the BNP this is 
the very purpose of the exercise. Conver- 
sations that I have had with some members, 
and conversations with other members that 
have been relayed on to me, suggest that 
there is a great deal of exultation in some 
circles when certain people do leave. It is, in 
some minds, all part of the necessary process 
of turning the party from a fighting 
movement of genuine racial nationalists into 
one of tame Tories — perhaps so much so that 
it will place itself in a position to link up 
with other Tories in a realignment of the 
so-called political ‘right’ that would become 
nothing but a toothless safety-valve run by 
the establishment instead of a serious 
challenge to it. 

Of course, this is not the way the 
supporters of the stunts would describe it. 
They would describe it as part of the necess- 
ary process of making the BNP ‘electable’. 
And I would have no doubt that some of 
them actually believe this. 

But they are tragically and dangerously 
wrong. What has made the BNP more elect- 
able is the drastic change in the national 
political climate that has occurred as the 
disaster of multi-racialism, predicted by the 
party’s pioneers so long ago, has started to 
impact on millions of voters, as our cities 
and towns have been torn apart by ethnic 
strife and crime and, not least, as the tabloid 
press has been forced to face these issues 
honestly and admit that the entire ghastly 
experiment is collapsing. That is what has 


THE REAL 
REASON WHY 
PEOPLE ARE 
TURNING TO 
THE B.N.P. 
More asylum- 
seekers heading 
for Britain. As the 
Government’s 
immigration 
policy descends 
into chaos, voters 
are becoming 
more and more 
ready to revolt. 


made the BNP more electable. 

That and the hard work and dedication of 
superb teams of activists in the areas where 
we have had the greatest success — to many 
of whom I have spoken and many of whom 
do not share the naive supposition that 
adopting Jewish candidates is going to help 
take us into the ‘mainstream’ of politics. 

But also tragically and dangerously 
wrong are the people who imagine that 
resignations from the BNP are going to solve 
anything. Those who might decide that 
burning their membership cards is an appro- 
priate response to the adoption of Jewish 
candidates and similar gestures are falling 
obligingly into the very trap set for them by 
those who want to mould our party to the 
specifications of an emasculated Toryism 
rather than a virile nationalism. With the 
nationalists gone, the Tories will take over. It 
would be insane to let that happen. 


Rules of engagement 


To round off this article, I would suggest 
a few basic ground rules that should govern 
the BNP’s approach to the unavoidable 
‘Jewish Question’. 

The first is that the party should not, 
under whatever perceived provocation, be 
drawn into crude attacks on Jews as a race — 
a necessity from the standpoint of avoiding 
prosecution, quite apart from its obvious 
moral ramifications. 

In our behaviour towards individual Jews 
we should act with absolute correctness, 
treating them as we would have them treat us. 

We should nevertheless recognise their 
self-imposed separateness and perception of 
themselves as ‘special’ and ‘chosen’ — some- 
thing which their own leaders have made 
abundantly clear again and again. 

Moreover, we should recognise that 
organised Jewry constitutes a formidable 
power in the world with an agenda of its 
own, dedicated to the pursuit of Jewish 
interests above and beyond any other inter- 
ests. This is something for which we should 
not ‘hate’ Jews but should respect them. We 
should display the same single-minded dedi- 


cation to British and white racial interests as 
the Jews do to Jewish racial interests. 

When, and only when, the pursuit by 
Jews of their own racial interests brings them 
into conflict with our interests should we do 
battle with them, and in that event we should 
make clear what the nature of the battle is: it 
is not a battle waged by the BNP against 
Jews because they are Jews; it is one waged 
only against certain Jews who are threaten- 
ing us. 

We should on no account ill-treat Jews 
on grounds of their race, and we should 
make it clear, whenever the subject of Jews 
and the BNP arises, that in a future BNP- 
governed Britain Jews who mind their own 
business and do not attempt to use their 
power to damage Britain have nothing what- 
ever to fear from us. 

At the same time we should not make a 
taboo of the issue of Zionism and organised 
Zionist power. Within party circles and in 
our publications we should permit a frank 
and free discussion of this power — always 
provided that it is conducted in moderate 
language, that it avoids insults and that it 
excludes the emissions of obvious cranks. 

No person or group should be attacked 
because they are Jewish but neither should 
any person or group be immune to attack 
because they are Jewish. If certain individ- 
uals or groups give us strong grounds to 
attack them for their actions, the fact that 
they may be Jewish should not exempt them 
from such attacks. 

When all this is said, the BNP should, so 
long as it is legally permissible, exclude 
Jews from membership, and in any event 
should not appoint Jews to positions in the 
party nor select them as candidates for elect- 
ions. They would not do it for us, and there is 
no reason why we should do it for them. 


Read Spearhead on 
the Internet! 


You can obtain the best articles and news 


items from Spearhead by visiting the 
Spearhead website at:- 


www.spearhead-uk.com 
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The following is an abridged version of a 
radio talk given on the programme American 
Dissident Voices on the 27th March 2004. 
Some references have had to be censored out 
to comply with British laws which make it a 
criminal offence to publish material uncompli- 
mentary to certain ethnic groups. 

American Dissident Voices can be reached 
at <www.NatVan.com> . 


IN his 1997 broadcast, ‘The Giant Gold 
Robbery’, Dr. William Pierce detailed the 
beginnings of the gigantic fraud by which 
the Jewish establishment managed to get 
their hands on more than a billion dollars of 
other people’s money in the formerly sacro- 
sanct vaults of the Swiss banks. They did it 
by making false claims about ‘dormant 
accounts’ and ‘Nazi gold’, and then using 
their media and their compliant servants in 
the US government to put a hammerlock on 
the Swiss banks until they cried ‘uncle’ and 
gave up their depositors’ cash — just so they 
could stay in business. 

Back on November Ist, I showed you how 
the Jews in Switzerland were claiming addit- 
ional millions just for being Jews. They had 
taken an original claim for ‘Holocaust’ com- 
pensation for Jews who allegedly suffered 
persecution six decades ago, and (since the 
alleged victims will soon be dead and unable 
to collect any further funds) mutated it into a 
demand for millions of dollars from the Swiss 
taxpayers for continuing support of the very 
Jewish organisations making the extortion 
demands. Thus, wealthy and powerful Jews 
who weren’t even alive when the supposed 
persecution took place would have a bountiful 
source of income from their Swiss slaves in 
perpetuity, without even making a claim that 
the Jews being paid had suffered in any way, 
or that the Swiss who were paying them had 
done anything ‘wrong’ (except by being born 
as non-Jews). 

Now, our Swiss Correspondent reports 
that the hour of truth has come for the Jews in 
the ‘dormant accounts’ affair. From the 
$1.25 billion that they squeezed out of the 
Swiss banks in August 1998, as ‘Holocaust 
compensation’, only $0.13 billion could be 
confirmed as having belonged to Jews — even 
under the extremely generous criteria defined 
by the Jews themselves. Now, what are the 
Jews going to do with the remaining amount 
not belonging to them, some $1.12 billion? 


LIKE THIEVES 


If they were motivated by a sincere wish 
to be compensated for lost assets, as they 
pretend, they would now give back the excess 
$1.12 billion to Switzerland, with apologies - 
or at least excuses. If, on the other hand, they 
were motivated by greed, if they were just 
robbing Gentiles as much as they could, then 
they would keep the excess billion for them- 
selves, like thieves. Guess which one they’re 
doing? Organised Jewish groups are, right 
now, exhibiting the second behaviour and 
hoping that you won’t get wind of it. 

In October 1996, Gizella Weisshaus, a 
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too far | 


KEVIN ALFRED STROM exposes an 
outrageous rip-off that has received scant 
attention in the mainstream media 


bitter Jewess born 
in 1929 in the 
Carpathian moun- 
tains and living 
now in Brooklyn, 
NY, filed a class 
action suit against 
Swiss banks, 
claiming the fan- 
tastic sum of $20 
billion on behalf 


of the “victims of WEISSHAUS 
Nazi persecution.” Claiming $20 billion for 
The attorney ‘persecution’ 


in charge of the 

lawsuit was Edward Fagan, a wealthy New 
York-based Jewish attorney, who had smelled 
blood and sworn that this was “my case.” 
Other Jews, enticed or suborned by other 
ambitious attorneys, filed similar claims early 
in 1997. Fagan boasted that, after a few 
months, he had assembled around 16,000 
Jews, literally filling his filing cabinets with 
claims. (Jewish and other attorneys are fond 
of class actions because they may subtract 
large sums as fees or ‘expenses’, sums which 
often bear little relation to reality. That’s one 
explanation for the often-inflated ‘compen- 
sation’ requested.) 

Led by the World 
Jewish Congress, Jewish 
organisations enthusiast- 
ically took up the pretence 
that the Swiss bankers were 
retaining and concealing 
large sums of money from 
their legitimate owners: 
Jews who died during 
World War II. 

These powerful Jewish 
groups complained that the 
billions allegedly owed to 
the world’s wealthiest 
ethnic group were in 
‘dormant accounts’ 
purposely held back by the 
greedy Swiss bankers. The 


Jewish groups stated that the money should be 
given to them regardless of how ‘dirty’ the 
money was, and however their ancestors had 
earned it — be it prostitution networks; usury 
practised on needy Europeans; international 
weapons trafficking; the diamond trade mono- 
poly; or whatever else. They said that the 
Swiss bankers’ requests for death certificates 
and other documentation were “impossible to 
deliver in this case,” and that the money 
should be delivered based, in some cases, on 
their say-so alone. (In truth, there were 
negotiations in many such cases, and some 
wealthy Jewish heirs were able to prove their 
relationship to old account holders, and so got 
their family’s assets back). As Dr. Pierce 
pointed out in his broadcast, the Swiss banks 
had standard procedures for dealing with 
dormant accounts, and legitimate claimants 
were routinely able to get the funds they were 
due. The Swiss banks admitted that some of 
the tens of millions in dormant accounts they 
were holding had belonged to people with 
Jewish-sounding names. But the small number 
of legitimate, provable claims were nothing 
compared to the billions the Jews had set their 
sights on. A few million was pocket change 
for them. When the banks started buckling 
under Jewish pressure and offered an outrag- 


TARGET: GOLD 
Lying in the vaults of Swiss banks, allegedly stolen from Jews 
by the Nazis 


eously unjustified $600 million, even that 
wasn’t enough. 

Using their leverage on the US media and 
politicians, North American Jews and their 
puppets started an all-out war against Switzer- 
land. They launched a wave of anti-Swiss 
hatred in newspapers and political groups. 
The Jewish-controlled US media vomited 
hateful invented stories against the small, 
defenceless, Alpine country. Jewish-financed 
US politicians threatened to forbid Swiss 
banks to do business on American soil, which 
would have been a crippling blow. That was 
an especially ominous threat for the two 
largest Swiss banks - UBS and CSG - which 
had heavily invested in their American 
operations. 


SWISS CAVE IN 


In August 1998, after two years of vicious 
attacks against Switzerland and in particular 
against the Swiss ambassador in Washington 
and UBS’s CEO, the two largest Swiss banks 
were cornered. The reputation risk arising 
from media smears, and the threat of being 
cut off from the American market were over- 
whelming. They cried for mercy. In August 
1998 they paid the Jews $1.25 billion just to 
be left in peace. 

An international ‘tender’ was then opened 
for all Jews of the world: file claims, and get 
money! Because many accounts could no 
longer be verified sixty years later, every 
reasonably clever Jew in the world was 
basically free to invent a past fortune, as long 
as he had had a parent who visited Switzer- 
land at the time. (Records of detailed cash 
movements are not kept for sixty years. Only 
names and account numbers are stored 
permanently). 

A ‘Settlement Agreement’ was signed in 
January 1999. A special director, Judah 
Gribetz, was appointed to design an allocation 
plan for the bounty. The operative adminis- 
tration of the fund was placed in the hands of 
the judge who had presided over the lawsuit, 
Edward Korman of the US District Court in 
Brooklyn. In November 2000, Korman 
defined a precise distribution procedure. A 
deadline for all Jewish claims was set for the 
end of 2003. On July 26th, 2001, the distrib- 
ution began. 

Now, after two years of this windfall, the 
Jewish organisations are facing an annoying 
problem: even with the very elastic and 
philo-Semitic criteria that they have defined, 
most of the Swiss money could not be allo- 
cated or distributed. As of October 2003, only 
$132 million had been given out, to the putat- 
ive Jewish heirs of 1,751 dormant accounts, 
the totals of which had probably been guessed 
with a certain degree of optimism. 

Jewish claims on the Swiss banks have 
clearly been vastly overstated. So - will the 
Jews give back the excess $1.12 billion they 
received? Will they give this billion, which 
does not belong to them, back to Switzerland, 
with apologies or excuses? 

No, they won’t. 


By no means all 
Jews support the 
extortion racket 
described in this 
talk. Professor 
Norman Finkel- 
stein (right) has 


courageously 
attacked the way 
some of his co- 
racials exploit the 
‘Holocaust’ for 
mercenary gain 


F or one thing, the billion is no longer 
there. Half of it was already distributed to 
various Jews on several pretexts. Shrewd as 
ever, they had known from the beginning that 
the dormant accounts could not possibly 
contain as much as they were claiming. So 
they set aside, at the very beginning in 
November 2000, $450 million for their breth- 
ren based on hastily invented claimant 
categories to which neither the banks nor 
anyone else had ever agreed. They invented 
several new classes of beneficiaries, besides 
the original ‘dormant account’ category - 
officially called the ‘Deposited Asset Class’. 
Korman and his team had the brilliant idea of 
inventing three other classes, the ‘Slave 
Labour’, ‘Refugee’ and ‘Looted Assets’ 
classes; all of these being labelled as ‘Holo- 
caust survivor’ classes, making them very 
difficult to criticise publicly. 

In a wonderful illustration of a double 
moral standard, the Jewish groups required 
that Swiss companies reimburse any Jews 
who allegedly worked during World War II 
under harsh conditions in any of their branches 
in Europe — whereas numerous Jewish bus- 
inesses thriving on slave or near-slave labour 
even up to the present day have never been 
held accountable. These include, to name just 
a few, the Jewish diamond traders and cutters 
from New York, Antwerp, Amsterdam, and 
Tel Aviv who are making fortunes at the 
expense of mine workers labouring in in- 
humane conditions all over Africa. Similarly, 
much of the kosher food imported to the US 
from China is produced by Gulag workers. 
Some Jews, like their bought élite, actually 
enjoy slave labour very much, since it is so 
much cheaper than paying a living wage. 

The new Jewish beneficiary classes 
defined by Korman and his. team had the 
immense advantage of being freely extensible 
categories, since they were very vaguely 
defined and very difficult to verify. Any Jew 
might claim to have had a parent or relative 
who worked under inhumane conditions or 
who was turned away when seeking asylum in 
Switzerland during World War II. This clever 
trick essentially meant that many thousands of 
Jews could live on Swiss welfare. This tactic 
allowed Korman and his team immediately to 
pour out $450 million of Swiss money to their 
chosen recipients. 

Nevertheless, near the end of2003, $670 
million was still unclaimed. 


If the Jewish organisations were motivated 
by a thirst for justice, they would not have 
touched this $670 million and would have 
returned it to Switzerland. 

But that’s not what happened. 

In October 2003, the special director 
began a ‘consultation period’ among internat- 
ional Jewish groups to solicit suggestions as 
to how to spend the remaining amount, a 
period which ended on January 31st 2004. No 
Jew suggested giving the money back to its 
rightful owners. 

Korman himself decided, in November 
2003, as the huge fund was accumulating 
embarrassingly large sums in interest alone, 
to give some $60 million of the bank funds to 
‘needy Jews’ in Eastern Europe. 

In response to the new international 
‘tender’ opened by the special director in 
October 2003, new kinds of Jews are joining 
all the time to get hold of ‘their’ share of the 
pie. The last one to enter the fray was, believe 
it or not, the Government of Israel — which 
didn’t even exist in 1945! Israeli Diaspora 
Minister Natan Sharansky has contacted 
Korman, strongly advising him to channel 
some of the funds to Israel. He argued that 
‘about half’ of all Jews claiming to be ‘Holo- 
caust survivors’ (1.1 million of them, he says) 
live in Israel, many on welfare. 

Thus the $670 million still in the Swiss 
fund as of March 2004 has very little chance 
of being rescued from Jewish hands. The 
‘Settlement Agreement’ between the Jews and 
the Swiss banks looks more and more like 
pure extortion. Its inflated amount had no 
connection whatsoever to the ‘dormant 
accounts’ grounds which were invoked. These 
Jews have stolen $1,120 million of hard- 
earned Swiss and other depositors’ money. 

The behaviour of the ‘Jewish community’, 
as they like to call themselves, against 
defenceless White individuals, businesses and 
nations reminds me very much of Mafia 
behaviour. Like the Sicilian Mafia robbing 
Italian shops in exchange for leaving them in 
peace, these Jews squeeze huge sums of 
money from Gentile companies, just with the 
promise of leaving them alone - for a while. 
‘Holocaust’ money? It’s more like sinister 
protection money. 

When Dr. Pierce wrote his most recent 
piece on this Jewish racket in 1999, he said:- 


“Their media control keeps the couch 
potatoes confused and unaware; the 
corrupt politicians who have come to 
characterise our democracy are always 
ready to front for them and betray the 
people whose interests they are supposed 
to be representing; and those among us 
who are perceptive enough and indepen- 
dent-minded enough to understand what 
is happening are nearly all too cowardly 
to speak out. So it is easy enough for me 
to predict that the Jews will keep coming 
back for more — and more - and more - 
until they either have it all, as in Russia 
today, or what Charles Krautharnmer is 
concerned about happens, and the 
Gentiles notice.” 
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REFLECTIONS ON A 
WASTED LIFE 


HAROLD MACMILLAN once commen- 
ted that Tory Governments, formerly 
full of Etonians, were now full of 
Estonians. Alan Clark, however, was 
one of the last of the old Etonians, and 
his Diaries form one of the best 
glimpses of the real workings of 
politics and the transformation of the 
Tory Party indic- ated by the Macmillan 
quote. 

Perhaps not all of the contents of the 
two volumes of Diaries are wholly 
truthful. To journalist Frank Johnson, 
Alan Clark is supposed to have said 
that:- 


“Yes, | told him, | was a Nazi; | really 
believed it to be the ideal system, and 
that it was a disaster for the 
Anglo-Saxon races and for the world 
that it was extinguished. Oh yes, | told 
him, | was completely committed to the 
whole philosophy. The blood and 
violence was an essential ingredient of 
its strength, the heroic tradition of 
cruelty every bit as powerful and a 
thousand times more ancient than the 
Judaeo-Christian ethic.” 


The Guardian luwvies who get worked 
up about this sort of statement must 
presumably have never heard of the 
colloquialism ‘wind-up’. Still, surely all will 
give their assent to one part of the 
statement at least: a disaster has indeed 
befallen the Anglo-Saxon races since 
1945. In Britain a large part of that 
disaster, ironically enough, was created, 
or at best tolerated, by Clark’s own party. 
“Throne, Altar and Cottage” have long 
since given way in that quarter to big 
money and spivvy car or currency 
dealers. 


Saw Tories as ridiculous 


Clark was at least enough honest to 
admit that all the Tory claims to have 
halted the decline of Britain were frankly 
ridiculous, stating in one passage that, 
after several years in office, most things 
were worse than before the Tories 
started off. 

When Jaguar was going under in 
1986, he plaintively commented in his 
diary: “But what can we do? We just don’t 
have the industrial or financial firepower 
any longer.” 
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But contrary to Clark’s contention, the 
real problem was, and remains, lack of 
will. Britain has been quite capable of 
mobilising itself for war, even if those 
wars were in general against its real 
national interests. 

Though Clark had good friends 
among the trade union types of the 
Labour Party (ante phoney Tony) who 


CLARK 
He deplored Britain’s decline and recog- 
nised the sickness that had led to it, but 
when all was said and done he was 
part of that sickness. 


appreciated his advocacy of protection, 
he was observant enough to realise that 
for all the lip-service to idealism, the 
same rules apply with Labour as the 
Tories:- 


“They just want to do as little as 
possible, and be paid as much as 
possible for doing it. And who can 
blame them? Very little different from 
the standard chinless riff-raff who 
hang around Smith’s Lawn.” (a 
reference to the area adjacent to the 
old Conservative Central Office in 
London’s Smith Square). 


Any wonder then, given the limited 


IAN BUCKLEY says we 
can learn a lot about 
the futility of Tory and 
other mainstream 
politics by reading Alan 
Clark’s Diaries 


mental horizons of these half-baked 
careerists, that the country sinks lower 
and lower? After coming back from 
Macmillan’s memorial service, Clark 
jotted down the following memorable 
remark: “When Macmillan enlisted, 
Britain was at the height of her dominion 
and power... Now look at us — and them!” 


Theme of decadence 

From Clark’s biting satire and ‘factory’ 
language, directed (mostly) against his 
own colleagues on the Tory benches, we 
gain the impression of a gang of 
inadequates being let loose on a 
wrecking spree. The Diaries’ underlying 
theme seems to be of decadence and 
decay. Clark was obsessed by his own 
health, and compared a government 
post to purgatory or a prison sentence. 
He was at least sensible enough to 
prefer ogling pretty secretaries to 
concentrating on endless seminars on 
Japanese ‘Inward Investment’ and such 
like. But this adds to the feeling that Clark 
always kept the mentality of an 
over-indulged upper-class student. 

That said, he deserved credit for 
being one of the first ‘orthodox’ politic- 
ians to question the raison d’étre of 
NATO after the disappearance of the 
Soviet threat — always assuming that 
such a threat existed in the first place. 

Clark learned early on the odd ways 
of the inhabitants of the dusty ‘corri- dors 
of power’. The head of the Civil Service, 
Sir Robert Armstrong, asked to see him 
for an interview. Armstrong portentously 
warned Clark that, if the National Front 
should try to make contact: “You must 
inform my office immediately.” 

It is, of course, beyond the compre- 
hension of civil servants like Armstrong 
to realise that while he and his ilk have 
been playing the inquisitor or witch- 
finder with people who hold alternative 
political views, their own labours have 
brought forth a crime-ridden, drug- 


addicted, poverty-stricken failure of a 
country, racked by ethnic and other 
conflicts. Truly, it would seem that these 
senior civil servants inhabit the cosy, 
smug, self-satisfied world of the Officer’s 
Club on the Titanic! 

This is well illustrated by one. of 
Clark’s own anecdotes:- 


“There was a demo by the unem- 
ployed. Uglyish mood, ... ‘Il must 
speak to them. ‘No, no, Minister, 
please don’t try. Minister, you must 
not get out of the car. Please, Minis- 
ter.’ 

“Wretched people, they were angry, 
but taken aback by my actually dis- 
mounting to listen. Some SWP yobs 
tried to get a chant going, but the 
others really wanted to air their 
grievances. One man, quite articu- 
late, looked dreadfully thin and ill. He 
had a nice brindle greyhound on a 
leash, but it looked miserable too. 
Gravely, | listened. At intervals | asked 
them questions. | told them that if 
there was no ‘demand’ no one 

could afford to pay them to make 
things. They quietened down. But 


that’s a glib point really. It’s foul, such 
a waste. 

“Uncomfortable. | thought what 
Soames and | can spend between us 
on a single meal at Wiltons.” 


PR idiocies 
Alan Clark, too, was good at cutting 
through the pretence and public relat- 


ions idiocies that present-day govern- 
ments love to indulge in:- 


“The subject matter is _ turgid: 
‘schemes’ whose purpose, plainly, is 
not so much to bring relief to those out 
of work as to devise excuses for 
removing them from the Register. 
Among my other responsibilities are 
‘statistics’, so it will be me who has to 
tell the House each month what is the 
‘jobless’ total. The Enterprise 
Allowance Scheme, the Job Release 
Scheme, the Community Scheme. 
Convoluted and obscure even at their 
inception, they have since been so 
picked over and ‘modified’ by civil 
servants as to be _ incomprehen- 
sible.” 


Overall, the Clark Diaries are a 
rewarding but ultimately sombre read, 
since the work is permeated by a sense 
of the failure of will of even the healthier 
elements in the ‘establishment’. In 
addition, Clark stressed the unwieldy 
and antiquated nature of the govern- 
ment machinery itself. 

As Clark himself finally came to 
realise, a career in the so-called main- 
stream parties is nothing more than a 
waste of time — and of life:- 


“In a desk | had come across some of 
my father’s old engagement diaries of 
the Forties and Fifties. Endless 
‘meetings’ fill the day. Civil servants 
drift in and out. Lunches. Virtually 
indistinguishable from my _ own. 
What's the point? Nothing to show for 
it at all. He will be remembered only 
for his writings and his contrib- ution 
to scholarship. His public life was a 
complete waste of time.” 


Diaries, by Alan Clark. Hardback 
£20.00 (Weidenfeld & WNicholson); 
Paperback obtainable online at £7.19 
from < amazon.co.uk >. 


MADHOUSE BRITAIN 


A DETECTIVE has been removed from the 
investigation into the deaths of Chinese 
cocklers at Morecambe bay. While interview- 
ing a witness, he used the word ‘Chink’. 


* * 


SENIOR police officers have said that they may 
have to introduce positive discrimination in 
favour of ethnic minority recruits if they are to 
meet government targets for the proportions of 
black and Asian officers in their forces. 

The Government wants 7 per cent of police 
officers to come from ethnic minorities by 2009, 
compared with just 2.9 per cent now. Both the 
Association of Chief Police Officers and the 
Metropolitan Police argue that this may be 
impossible to reach without positive discrimin- 
ation measures. 


* * * 


“EQUAL opportunity is one of the core values in 
the Prison Service’s Statement of Purpose. 
Vision, Goals and Values. Selection for the post 
will be on the basis of merit, the individual’s 
ability, qualifications and suitability for the 
work, regardless of race, nationality or ethnic 
origin, religion, gender, sexual orientation, 
marital status, disability or any other irrelevant 
factor. Wherever possible, positive assistance 
will be given to develop the individual’s full 
potential. 
From advert for instructional officers at the 
Young Offenders’ Institution, Portland, Dorset. 


* OK Ox 


BANHAM Village Community Primary 
School in rural Norfolk has 102 pupils, of 
which 96 are white. That hasn’t stopped the 
school covering Hindu and Jewish festivals in 
its religious curriculum. Just such lessons 
were being given when Ofsted inspectors 
carried out their assessment of the school last 


year. 

So it came as a shock to teachers and 
parents when the inspectors’ report con- 
demned the school for failing to teach pupils 
about ‘racism’. 

Now, following furious complaints, Ofsted 
has been forced to to retract its report and 
issue an apology. 


* * * 


A CIVIL LIBERTIES campaign group is 
challenging a city art gallery’s decision to ban 
white people from applying for a job as a 
curator ’s assistant. 

Gerald Hartup, director of Liberty and Law, 
has written to Trevor Phillips, chairman of the 
Commission for Racial Equality, urging him to 
ask the Arnolfinia arts centre in Bristol to freeze 
the recruitment process. The pressure group's 
legal department is investigating the lawfulness 
of the gallery’s advert for a post for black and 
Asian people only. 

* *k * 


A NEW SURVEY has revealed ignorance almost 
beyond belief among British people about some 
of the most elementary facts of their history. 

One in ten of those questioned thought Adolf 
Hitler was a fictional character and half thought 
that King Arthur actually existed. 

Almost three quarters never knew that the 
Battle of Blenheim took place 300 years ago. 
Fewer than one in eight had ever heard of its 
victor, the Duke of Marlborough. A quarter were 
unsure whether the Battle of Trafalgar was fact 
or fiction and more than half thought that Lord 
Nelson commanded the troops at Waterloo. 


* ok x 
SCHOOLCHILDREN in Edinburgh will 


start the next football season with a new rule 
introduced. If a team is five goals down at 


half time, the score will be erased from the 
record. 

In addition to this, the weaker team in a 
match will be permitted to field two extra 
players. 

This is to spare the youngsters the 
‘trauma’ of suffering a heavy defeat. 

The ruling follows the censuring of a 
newspaper in Derbyshire for reporting the 
‘trouncing’ of a junior team which lost a 
match 29-0. 


ae 


THE new British Ambassador to Luxembourg, 
Mr. James Clark, is openly ‘gay’. He will occupy 
the Ambassador’s residence in the Duchy with 
his live-in partner Anthony Stewart. The two will 
attend diplomatic and social functions together 
as if they were husband and wife. They have 
already been presented together to the Queen at 
a Buckingham Palace reception for ambass- 
adors. 

The couple are the first acknowledged homo- 
sexual partners to go abroad under the Foreign 
Office’s ‘partner scheme’. 


kK Ox 


A CHARITY has spent thousands of pounds of 
taxpayers’ money on flat-screen computers, 
snacks and a fleet of new cars for asylum- 
seekers. 

Migrant Helpline has been accused of 
blowing £100,000 in just ten days to use up a 
surplus at the end of the financial year. 

As part of the spending spree, the charity 
leased four VW Passats for £20.000 to ferry 
refugees to the benefits office, their lawyers and 
other appointments. 

Ten flat-screen computers worth £15,000 also 
arrived at the charity’s offices, and a member of 
the staff was was dispatched to the local Tesco 
with £1,000 to buy pot noodles and other snacks. 
Meanwhile a worker who deals with pregnant 
asylum-seekers was authorised to spend £6,000 
on new prams and pushchairs. 
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want: education 
or indoctrination? 


THIS year’s conference of the 
National Union of Teachers has 
claimed that many schoolchildren 
are being indoctrinated by-the 
British National Party. In the 
Union’s view, this amounts to 
promoting race-hatred, and is 
seriously affecting teachers’ 
efforts to inculcate harmonious 
race relations and the notion ofa 
multi-cultural society. The Union 
goes on to say that it does not 
recognise the BNP as a bona fide 
political party! 

To take this latter assertion first 
who gave the (distinctly leftist) NUT 
the right to decide what constitutes a 
bona fide political party? Most people 
will see this latest outburst as just 
another instance of left-wing activ- 
ists using a trade union platform for 
propaganda purposes. 

The fact that some NUT members 
are keen to promote a party political 
policy during school hours should 
concern parents a great deal more 
than it appears to do at present. We 
find it totally unacceptable that 
teachers anywhere should take it 
upon themselves to ignore parents 
when deciding what children should 
be taught about their own race and 
nation and cultural heritage. 

Subjects like science, geography 
and mathematics are universal 
matters of fact that pupils should be 
helped to assimilate and discover for 
themselves. As subjects, they do not 
divide the world. 

By contrast, history, religion, 
politics and much of economics 
contain, in large part, ideological 
themes; their relatively small factual 
contents are deeply embedded with 
partisan attitudes and contentious 
interpretations. And who can doubt 
the effect that teaching on these 


? 
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subjects has on society and world 
affairs? The ‘facts’ of religion, history, 
politics and economics are often 
enough no more than dogmatic 
assertions and “articles of faith’. 
That said, it is the duty of all 
teachers to show as much loyalty to 
their race and nation as they are 


FRANK KIMBAL JOHNSON 
challenges the Teachers’ 
Union on ‘racism 


expected to do regarding the basics 
of universal themes like science and 
mathematics. The teacher is not ~ 
entitled to abuse parental trust by 
seeking to indoctrinate children with 
ideologies which many, and often 
most, of their parents reject. 


q 
S 


‘Multi-culturalism’ is a political 
concept (hence the ’ism suffix); at 
best it is an ideal, not a fact. And 
anyone who assumes that the 
British people have given their 
unqualified support to a multi- 
racial/cultural Britain is being 
wilfully ignorant or politically 
bigoted. Nothing would suit the 
present Government better than an 
educational curriculum incorporat- 
ing its own ideology, artfully dis- 
guised under titles like ‘civics’, for 
example. Needless to say, this 
particular subject takes ‘multi-cult- 
uralism’ as an unquestionable 
premise for what follows, nota 
subject for scrutiny and debate. 

In other words, we are dealing 
here with propaganda, not education 
— just as with those ‘fundamentalist’ 


Britain’s schools have become hotbeds of multi-racial, internationalist 
propaganda, but when the BNP seeks to counter this with patriotic 


teachings it is accused of ‘indoctrinating’ children! 
re RS DE ETI 83) OT Feed MOTE iy IO Mi suee pees Jeons te DST WaT 
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schools which assume the literal 
truth of the Bible or Koran, for 
example. The primary obligation of 
educators is to teach people how to 
think, not what to think; and those 
NUT members voicing the kind of 
things mentioned above are clearly 
betraying this trust. 


No right of indoctrination 

To be sure, they are entitled to 
their political and religious opinions 
like the rest of us; but they cannot 
be allowed to exploit their offices to 
indoctrinate pupils any more than 
employers can dictate how their 
employees should vote in elections. 
But under this country’s present 
régime, the most conscientious and 
impartial teacher is reduced to an 
apparatchik no less than an econom- 
ics lecturer in Communist China. 
You doubt this? Show me one 
teacher of ‘civics’ or politics who 
even mentions the BNP manifesto, 
let alone reveals its actual contents. 
Even to mention the BNP at all, 
except in the most derogatory terms, 
invites career suicide. 

There are certain parallels 
between the promotion of multi- 
racialism as a social/ political ethos 
and the religious teachings which 
dispute or ignore the facts of evolut- 
ion. Children subjected to such 
‘education’ may become word- 
perfect in some things but remain 
woefully handicapped in coming to 
terms with the real world outside the 
classroom. So teachers seeking to 
ingratiate themselves with aliens 
regardless of the effect on native 
British children are not educators 
but renegades — no less than those 
teachers in occupied France who 
fostered collaboration with the 
German invaders. 

So-called ‘educational’ literature 
is nowadays awash with multi-cult- 
ural images and messages which 
zealously exclude anything which 
might conceivably offend ethnic or 
religious minorities. What chance for 
the patriotic teacher when the polit- 
icians in national or local govern- 
ment, along with the mass media, 
deprecate loyalty to race and nation 
and demonise any dissenter against 
their renegade policies? 

Only witness the fate of Ray 
Honeyford, a very capable and 
experienced headmaster, who made 
so bold as to mention some adverse 
effects of multi-culturalism on the 


educational system. He was 
promptly hounded from his job, and 
has since written books which, 
rather plain- tively, still appeal for 
‘integration’ of the disparate races 
and religions. Rather surprisingly in 
aman of his intellectual stature, he 
has clearly ‘lost the plot’ and failed to 
draw the obvious conclusions; or 
perhaps he has chosen not to do so 
from fear of even more strident 
accusations of ‘racism’. 


What BNP must do 

In responding to the NUT allegat- 
ions, therefore, the BNP should 
insist that parents who support its 
politics reject multi-racialism root 
and branch and demand that 
teachers remain at least non-comm- 
ital on this subject. Where local 
teachers blatantly engage in promot- 
ing multi-racialism, regardless of 
British parents’ wishes, the BNP is 
perfectly entitled to propagate its 
own views on the subject without 
restriction. In the NUT book, of 
course, any dissent from its own 
left-wing line on this issue is vilified 
as ‘racism’ and ‘xenophobia’. Faith- 
ful to their Marxist mentors, the NUT 
agitators are entrenched in an ‘us- 
and-them’ attitude which disallows 
open debate of the real issues. If 
anything, I am disappointed that the 
BNP has not done a great deal more 
to expose multi-racial propaganda in 
our educational system and demand 
more respect for parents’ wishes on 
this issue. For their part, patriotic 
parents should monitor their child- 
ren’s education and:- 
@ Challenge blatant examples of 

left-wing indoctrination. 
® Withdraw their children from 


ities. 


Spearhead Support Group 


The Spearhead Support Group is a non-party organisation which has been 
formed for the purpose of promoting the circulation of our magazine — some- 
thing particularly necessary in view of the rule under which Spearhead is banned 
from sale or display at British National Party meetings. 

The SSG should not be confused with the Friends of Spearhead, which is 
primarily a fund-raising body. The SSG is independent of any political party and 
is also independent of Spearhead itself. It is not a part of the Spearhead organ- 
isation but is entirely self-regulating. The editor of Spearhead is sympathetic to 
its aims and appreciative of its support and work but does not regulate its activ- 


The SSG does not have a formal membership, with subscriptions, cards, etc. It 
holds occasional meetings and social activities but its principal function is to 
serve as a sales agency for the magazine. The SSG is dedicated to the defence 
and promotion of genuine racial nationalism in Britain and is opposed to any 
liberalising or ‘watering-down’ tendencies in the nationalist movement. 

The SSG can be contacted by writing to PO Box 156, Leeds LS27 8WW. Its e- 
mail address is: <SpearheadSupportGroup@yahoo.com> 


Listen to nationalist radio! 


Send International Reply Coupon 
for broadcast details to:- 
NATIONAL VANGUARD 


BOOKS, Box 330, Hillsboro, WV 
24946, U.S.A. 

Internet: www.natvan.com & 
www.natall.com 


‘multi-cultural’ teachings and 
events. 

@ Oppose any attempts by ethnic or 
religious factions to distort the 
educational syllabus in their own 
favour. 

@ Support BNP candidates in local 
and national elections. 


In conclusion, education is far too 
important to be left to the National 
Union of Teachers. We hear that 
body and some others complaining 
loudly of a decline in the status and 
public respect accorded to the 
teaching profession. This is disin- 
genuous; the profession’s renegade 
behaviour and incompetence is at 
the root of this decline. Multi-racial 
teaching, like multi-racial everything 
else, labours under totally unrealistic 
expectations. 

What the navy called ‘convoy 
speed (tying every ship to the speed 
of the slowest) invited disaster. 
Similarly, the multi-racial classroom 
is a ‘dumbing-down’ formula for a 
deterioration in educational stan- 
dards and performance. All the time 
and effort spent in promoting multi- 
racialism is at the expense ofa 
proper British education for native 
British children. Accordingly, far 
from being a threat to our children’s 
education, the BNP provides its only 
real hope of improvement. 
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British politicians... 


THE SCALE of the British Government’s conniving in 
one of the biggest immigration scams in the world - 
revealed last month - beggars belief. Millions of 
illegal immigrants, over a period five years, have 
been shoehorned into this country. 
There has been a pattern of lies, 
buck-passing and cover-ups which 
hint there is more going on than 
the usual sleazy, human failures. 

The Government was revealed, 
with widespread press coverage, to be 
knowingly rubber-stamping fraudu- 
lent immigrant applications from Eastern Europeans 
with no checks at all. Immigration officials in Sheffield 
were expected to nod through requests for visas 
without conducting proper checks, and all with the 
connivance of Miss Beverley Hughes, an ‘Immigration 
Minister’ who might as well have been in the pay of 
people-smuggling gangs. Thousands of other East 
Europeans were also being fast-tracked through to 
permanent residence in this country with no proper 
checks on counterfeit documents claiming that they 
were ‘businessmen’. 

David Blunkett gives the impression to naive journal- 
ists of trying to regularise the increasingly bizarre 
asylum and immigration situation. It looks as if one 
reason for the massive influx is the cynical and shifty 
concealment of the government’s utter failure to deal 
with the massive bogus asylum-seeker issue — in other 
words to get the asylum figures down by ‘legalising’ the 
status of the applicants. This has been proved by the 
fact that, as whistle-blowers revealed to the press, 
Hughes’ office ordered staff to avoid arresting illegal 
immigrants for fear that they would apply for asylum if 
detained, and therefore undermine the Prime Minister’s 
pledge to reduce the number of asylum seekers by half. 

Yet clearly by design Blunkett has also instigated a 
massive expansion of legal immigration by trebling the 
number of work permits previously allowed during the 
first Labour administration. People from all over the 
world (literally, since the migrants from the East Euro- 
pean accession states must now be added to the third 
world immigrants) are now pouring in from all quarters. 
They come in through the front door via a deliberate 
policy of visas and work permits that admit up to 
150,000 a year, and also illegally through the back door, 
knowing that they will not be deported. 


WHY DO WE WANT THEM HERE? 

The question again arises as to why we want a 
quarter of a million immigrants into this country 
annually anyway? Why should Britain have an ‘Immig- 
ration and Nationality Directorate’ at all? Why has 
Britain become, officially and without any discussion 
nor democratic consent, an ‘immigration country’? 

Virtually every British city-dweller knows that 
immigration is seriously out of control, and knows also 
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The latest crazy goings- 
on on the immigration 
front as seen by 
ANTONY MILNE 


PEOPLE-SMUGGLING NUTTERS 


that there has been - until now - a massive taboo 
imposed on talking about it. David Blunkett says he 
sees “no obvious upper limit to legal migration.” Yet 
everyone knows there must be a limit. Even on the 
Government’s own projections, our 
population will increase by 5.6 
million in the next 30 years, and 85 
per cent of this increase will be due 
to immigration and births to the 
descendants of immigrants. 

The vast majority of immigrants 
are, and will continue to be, un- 
skilled workers, which the government says we need “to 
do the jobs the British will not do.” This is rubbish for 
two reasons:- 

Firstly, London has a very high unemployment 
problem, coupled with a chronic hous- ing shortage. 
Two massive 
periods of un- 
employment 
were inflicted 
on us by the 
Tories in the 
early 1980s and 
again in the 
early 1990s (the 
former produc- 
ing four million 
unemployed, 
and the latter 
three million). 

Secondly, 
unskilled 
immigration 
reinforces the problem it is supposed to solve. A vicious 
spiral sets in when wages become depressed, so that 
only a new underclass of foreign workers will do the 
low-paying work. The Home Secretary’s claim that there 
are 500,000 job vacancies in Britain is an outrageous lie, 
because the Government’s own statistics show that 
unemploy- ment remains stubbornly high at one anda 
half million. We have at least seven British people 
available for every vacancy. 

Outside the large metropolitan areas, jobs such as 
nursing, bus driving and cleaning are done by indigen- 
ous people, where any sort of job is at a premium. Hard 
and dirty jobs like refuse collection in London have a 
waiting list of white applicants as long as your arm - 
simply because the going rate for such a vital public 
service is about three times the average working wage. 


IMMIGRANTS WORKING FOR IMMIGRANTS 
Further, black and Asian employees in London are 
increasingly servicing a growing black and Asian popu- 
lation. Virtually all nurses in London hospitals are from 
the ethnic minorities, but increasingly the patients also 
belong to ethnic minorities. Over the last ten years, 


BEVERLEY HUGHES 
Gave orders to fast-track immig- 
rants through with no checks 


former largely all-white bus crews in London have been 
replaced by black crews, but most of the passengers on 
the buses are also black! Any prospect- ive white bus 
drivers, knowing that they will have to work alongside a 
largely black bus crew, decide to give a bus-driving 
career a miss! And as the cities turn increasingly multi- 
racial this in turn encourages ‘white flight’. Some 
230,000 Anglo-Celtic Londoners appar- ently leave the 
capital every year — to be replaced with yet more 
immigrants. 

The madness of the situation is revealed by the fact 
that while Britain is letting in the world’s flotsam and 
jetsam, the genuine immigration countries like Canada 
and Australia are highly selective in who they allow in*. 
Massive queues of highly skilled white Britons attended 
a migration fair in Esher, Surrey, recently to the delight 
of the organisers. Most Commonwealth countries 
operate a highly selective point system constantly 
revised to meet the recipient country’s changing needs. 
As one adviser to the New Zealand migration service 
said gloatingly: “We are taking all your top-quality 
people... Our recruitment policy is designed to take only 
the best individuals.” One Australasian head-hunting 
firm had poached some 300 senior NHS staff. Another 
New Zealand employment agency was signing up white 
teachers. 


ECONOMY WON’T BENEFIT 


No advanced hi-tech economy will ever benefit from 
importing low-wage earners, because what raises 
national wealth is high-wage earners who do not need 
massive welfare support structures and housing 
benefits. Immigrants coming into an overcrowded 
ethnic nation become a net liability as measured on 
any scale you like: loss of social cohesion; an increase 
in crime; an under-performing economy; a massive rise 
in welfare and health costs; an increase in overcrowd- 
ing; runaway house-price inflation; a crumbling infra- 
structure and public services; and the threat of terror- 
ism due to the lack of effective border controls. 

The quality of life for those living in the already 
congested South East is already plummeting. We will 
need at least an extra 4.5 million homes by 2021, and 
three million of them in the South East will turn to the 
area into a concrete jungle. 

In the meantime, it is becoming clear how much 
damage multi-culturalism is doing to whole areas of 
our Civic, political and academic life, making most of 
the liberal well-born ‘élite’ look like complete idiots, 


Lewisham March & Meeting, August 1977 and Stechford 
Election Meeting, February 1977. Double CD. 


] Re-live nationalist history being made in this double-CD set. 
CD 1 contains segments from the famous Lewisham 
march and outdoor rally staged by the National Front in 
which the forces of the left tried to stop the Front by force 
but failed. The rally contains short speeches by Andrew 
Fountaine and John Tyndall. 

CD 2 contains extracts from a lively election meeting held in 
Stechford, Birmingham. Hear Andrew Brons, Sqn. Ldr. John 
) Harrison-Broadley, Andrew Fountaine and John Tyndall. 
This double-CD set costs £18.50 inc. p&p and is available 
from Tyr services, BCM Tyr, London WC1N 3XX. 
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A SCENE THAT MAY SOON BE NO MORE 
The Government is hell-bent on concreting over the 
countryside in the South East of England because of 
the demand for housing aggravated by immigration. 
This picture is from Eynsford, in Kent. 


people-smuggling criminals or just plain traitors. Even 
if it is argued that most migrants come here under 
international asylum and ‘accession-state’ EU rules, 
this is nothing to be proud of. It simply confirms our 
loss of sovereignty to powerful unelected institutions. 

Britain is, for whatever reason, becoming a third 
world country, both in its dodgy administrative and 
legal practices and in the look and behaviour of its 
population. The day after Beverley Hughes’ resignation, 
amid the reams of coverage on this squalid subject, 
most of the domestic news stories made Britain look 
like South Africa or Malaysia: we read about Asian 
child-abductors, race tribunals, Islamic terrorists, mad 
mullahs and foreign criminals. 

This Government has allowed our border controls to 
crumble and has conceded massive levels of immig- 
ration with no explanation or debate. Foreign 
commen- tators, said one journalist, having visited 
Britain, are surprised that “Britain has let itself go” in 
regard to immigration. The Britain that we used to 
know it is being systematically destroyed by its own 
political leaders. But no one knows why. 


* What the writer has said about immigration authorities in 
our former Dominions being highly selective may well apply 
to working skills and qualifications among white migrants, 
but where selection on race is concerned the fact is that 
today they are giving preference to non-white immigrants. 


Page 17 


BRAVO PETER SIMPLE! 


FOR better or for worse, | have been a 
lifelong reader of The Daily Telegraph, 
mainly because it is one of the few 
remaining newspapers that actually 
contains news. | do not want to walk 
about with some Fleet Street rag in my 
hand whose blaring headlines pro- 
claim ‘Gazza in sex shock horror’ or 
some such similar trash. 

The other good thing about the Tele- 
graph — and | say this in the full know- 
ledge that for all its merits it still falls into 
line with what is called for by its Zionist 
string-pullers — is the regular column 
written by Michael Wharton under the 
pen-name ‘Peter Simple’. When | first 
noticed the column | was very pleasantly 
surprised. For here was no liberal, 
whining on with the usual politically 
correct nonsense but a self-confessed 
‘right-winger’ in the good old style. 
Wharton invented a whole host of highly 
memorable characters, each in their own 
way lampooning, often with great wit, the 


Michael Wharton, a.k.a. ‘Peter Simple’ 


leaden heel of the liberal consensus. He 
would also give more serious straight- 
forward comment, from a British patriot’s 
angle on the more pressing issues of the 
day. 


RICH FUND OF CHARACTERS 


His invented characters include such 
brilliant people as Deirdre Dutt-Paulker, 
the Hampstead left-wing thinker whose 
political correctness in the Simple 
column pre-dated the use of that horrible 
term. Then we have the ‘go-ahead 
Bishop of Bevindon’, Dr. Spacely-Trellis, 
that most progressive of liberal church- 
men. Wharton even invented his own 
newspaper ‘The Feudal Times and 
Reactionary Herald’, which commented 
in almost medieval style on the wrongs 
being imposed upon Britain. 
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Wharton has something to say on 
virtually every subject, and his passion- 
ate patriotism shines through. He is not 
afraid to attack and lampoon all the 


EDDY MORRISON 
salutes a rarity of our 
times: an honest and 

patriotic journalist 


liberal shibboleths of today — from immig- 
ration and multi-racialism to communism 
and globalism. In art he stands for the 
classical and natural against the hideous 
cosmopolitanism of abstractionism and 
ugliness. 

Here are some_ examples. of 
Wharton’s style. On politically correct 
sexuality, a mock letter to the red Agony 
Aunt, Claire Howitzer:- 


Dear Clare Howitzer, After attending 
various consciousness-raising work- 
shops for the last year | have 
managed to raise my consciousness 
in most ways that really matter, such 
as anti-sexism, environmental anti- 


racism, lesbian motherhood and 
Greenham Common _ anti-nuclear 
cookery. 


“| am now attending a striking miners’ 
consciousness-raising workshop _ in 
our local squat, along with Jimette, the 
transvestite male person | live with. | 
am very worried because although he 
wears ‘women’s clothes’ he seems 
better at raising the miners’ con- 
sciousness than | am...” 


And on fraudulent internationalist 


pseudo-bodies:- 


“A former American Ambassador has 
revealed in a letter to this newspaper 
that he is organising a body to be 
called ‘Ambassadors for Peace and 
Disarmament’. This is good news for 
collectors of Peace Organisations. 

“It is estimated that there are more 
than ten thousand of these bodies in 
the West, and the number is growing 
daily. Many of the thousand or so in 
this country are chaired by Mrs. 
Dutt-Paulker, the Hampstead thinker. 
They range from the Temporary 
Waste Disposal Operatives for Peace 
and Rodent Operatives for Peace to 
Assyriologists for Peace, and many of 
them were formerly proscribed by the 
Labour Party.” 


Then on ethnic minority rights:- 


“There is trouble for the Labour Party 


in the key marginal of Nerdley South, 
where its original candidate, Royston 
Vibes, has been deselected because 
of his advocacy of Aztec sections. 
“Vibes, a 39-year-old twentieth-year 
sociology student at Nerdley Univer- 
sity, is the leader of the Aztecs who 
occupied a public reference library in 
Victoria Road in 1965, claiming it as 
one of the sites colonised by Aztecs... 
Politically it is ‘extra-hard left’, Vibes 
himself being harder left than the 
others. He claims to be the hardest 
left person in the country... ‘We 
demand Aztec schools, Aztec swimm- 
ing baths, and all-Aztec community 
centres. We also demand withdrawal 
from NATO, immediate release of the 
Nerdley 26,412(est.) and British 
troops out of Ireland.” 


Wharton has even tackled such 
thorny subjects the ‘Holocaust’, in one 
memorable piece comparing the claimed 
figure of six million with the many more 
Germans, killed, tortured, raped, impris- 
oned or expelled from the Eastern parts 
of Germany during the Russian advance 
in 1945. 

What is frightening is that Peter 
Simple’s’ strikingly humorous vision of a 
bleak liberal-socialist Britain, where polit- 
ical correctness in its most hideous form 
rules the roost, is now a fact. The daily 
headlines of any newspaper today could 
have come from one of his columns. As 
they say, “You just couldn't make it up!” 

Peter Simple (Wharton) is now old 
but still soldiers on. His column just 
appears in the Telegraph on Fridays. It’s 
the one source of decent news comment 
when one has sifted through the usual 
pro-system claptrap. It also serves to 
show the immense power of the age-old 
tradition of comedy and lampoonery in 
politics. 


THE 
CANDLELIGHT PRESS 
(INTERNATIONAL) 


A wonderful new book service for nation- 
alists. Agents for ‘The Historical Reprint 
Series’ and ‘Heroes of the White Race’ in 


addition to many in-house productions. 


Full listings free on 
request from 
G.H. Smith 

60 St. Peters Grove, 
Canterbury 
Kent CT1 2DJ 
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NOW THEY’RE TRYING 
TO GAG TYNDALL! 


As some readers will know, our editor 
John Tyndall was scheduled to speak at a 
meeting of the BNP Clitheroe (Lancs.) branch 
on Wednesday, the 28th April. This followed a 
highly successful meeting of the same branch 
at which he spoke last Summer, along with 
Richard Edmonds, and at which a record 
attendance of over 100 were present. 

Everything was building up to another 
excellent meeting last month, with a great deal 
of interest being shown by party followers all 
over the North West of England and places 
beyond. The meeting would have been a fine 
boost to the coming local government election 
campaigns in the region, not just as a morale- 
raiser but also as a means of raising money. 

Then shortly before the date Mr. Tyndall 
received a letter from the party’s ‘Director of 
Group Development & Regulation’ Mr. Tony 
Lecomber, which read as follows (without any 
correction):- 


Dear Mr. Tyndall, 

We are now in election mode in the lead up to 
June 10th. Accordingly I am instructed by the 
National Chairman to write to you in the 


following terms: 


The many photographs of you in neo-nazi 
uniform have always been a public relations 
handicap for the party. After the end of this week 
— weekending 18/04/2004 — I am instructing you, 
with the authority of the National Chairman, not 
to address meetings of the British National Party 
until after June 10th. This also applies to any 
interview requests from the media. 

Yours for Race & Nation 
A. Lecomber, 
Director, Group Development & Regulation 


This ban followed some weeks of attempted 
arm-twisting of various branch organisers in the 
North West of England by Mrs. Bev Jones, the 
party’s regional organiser, clearly acting on 
instructions from Mr. Griffin, to put pressure on 
them not to allow Mr. Tyndall to speak. The 
arm-twisting succeeded in the case of two branch 
organisers but not in the case of the third, Clith- 
eroe organiser Wayne Cox, who in addition to 
being an excellent organiser is no one’s lackey. 
We are fairly sure that similar arm-twisting has 
occurred with organisers in other areas up and 
down the country and has succeeded or failed 
according to the degree of subservience or other- 
wise of the organisers in question. 

Quite clearly, there is a policy, directed from 
the very top of the BNP, of ‘gagging’ John 
Tyndall. The reasons given for it in the letter 
from Mr. Lecomber are really quite comic. He 
(Tyndall) is supposed to be ‘a public relations 
handicap’ to the BNP because of a picture (or 
two) of him wearing a political uniform back in 
the early 1960s, and this is offered as an excuse 
to prevent him speaking to BNP meetings on the 
grounds that it could be used by the media during 
the run-up to the coming elections. Anyone with 
a grain of sense will immediately see that if 
people in the media wished to use the photo(s) 
before the elections they would do so quite 


regardless of whether Mr. Tyndall spoke at the 

Clitheroe (or any other) meeting or not. 
Apparently, this forty-two-year-old photo is a 

public relations handicap, whereas this does not 


apply to a photo taken of Nick Griffin standing in 


front of a huge portrait of Colonel Gaddafi when 
visiting Libya circa 1989 in order to solicit funds 
from the Gaddafi régime. The eccentric Colonel 
is publicly perceived in this country (whether 
correctly or not) to have financed the IRA for 
many years; to have authorised the sabotage that 
caused the Lockerbie air disaster; and to have 


ordered the murder of WPC Yvonne Fletcher in a 


London street just by the Libyan Embassy in 
April 1984 — a crime recently highlighted in the 
news by the fact that last month marked its 20th 
anniversary. 

Then while we are talking about public 
relations handicaps, what about the selection as 
leading BNP candidate for the Greater London 
Authority of a man with a police record of dis- 
order at football matches, including an arrest 
only three years ago for an alleged ‘racist’ 
incident, and a conviction for a public order 
offence at another match some years before that? 
Already this has been the subject of a report in 
the London Evening Standard, which has 
described the candidate as a former ‘football 
hooligan’. 

Not least, there is the case of Mr. Lecomber 
himself, who has been to prison twice, in the first 
instance being caught by police with explosives 
in the near vicinity of the headquarters of a left- 
wing organisation, and later for beating up a 
Jewish schoolteacher. These incidents occurred 
when John Tyndall was head of the BNP but out 
of a loyalty to Mr. Lecomber (which he now 
recognises to have been badly misplaced) he did 
not kick him out of the party. 

The monumental hypocrisy of all this is 
revealed when we remember that shortly after 
Mr. Griffin’s takeover in 1999 his people were 
attempting to persuade John Tyndall to serve as 
BNP President — a newly to-be-created office 
that was mooted in the hope that it would ‘buy 
him off. No mention of nazi photographs then! 

The attempts to gag Mr. Tyndall as a speaker 
on BNP platforms began in August 2002, when 
strenuous pressures were applied by Messrs. 
Griffin and Lecomber against Burnley organiser 
Steve Smith to cancel an invitation to him to 
speak at a meeting of Burnley branch. Steve 
Smith, like Wayne Cox in Clitheroe, is not only 
an excellent organiser but is also not made of 
lackey material, and he stood firm. The next 
thing we witnessed was an Anti-Nazi League 
demonstration outside the meeting, not exper- 
ienced at any Burnley BNP meeting previously 
nor since. 


No legal authority 


Following the Lecomber directive, Mr. 
Tyndall consulted two separate solicitors and 
obtained from them both the opinion that the 
party leadership had no authority whatever to 
deny him the right to speak on party platforms as 


long as he was a bona fide paid-up party member. 


He thereupon wrote back to Mr. Lecomber and 


NOT AN EMBARRASSING PHOTO? 


The figure on the left in the above picture 
is that of present BNP chairman Nick 
Griffin. It was taken during a visit to 
Libya, paid for we understand by the 
Libyan Government, to solicit funds for 
one of the many abortive political 
projects in which Mr. Griffin was 
engaged before he joined the BNP. This 
photo, with the huge portrait of Gaddafi 
in the background, is not, apparently, a 
public relations handicap to the party! 


informed him that he would be speaking at the 
Clitheroe meeting whether he or Mr. Griffin 
liked it or not. The Clitheroe branch organiser 
was advised of this and he completely supported 
Mr. Tyndall in the matter. 

Then in the afternoon of the 20th April, the 
day on which this letter to Mr. Lecomber would 
have arrived, the organiser Wayne Cox received 
a ’phone-call lasting nearly an hour from regional 
organiser Bev Jones, clearly acting on instruct- 
ions from above, in which more arm-twisting 
with a view to cancelling Mr. Tyndall’s speech 
was tried. During the course of this conversation 
Mrs. Jones informed Mr. Cox that the Anti-Nazi 
League would be demonstrating at the meeting. 
Clitheroe BNP has held many meetings over the 
past two or three years and not once has the ANL 
shown itself. Mrs. Jones’ excuse for this was that 
Mr. Tyndall’s appearance at the meeting was 
mentioned in last month’s Spearhead. This is 
nonsense. The ANL has informers throughout the 
BNP in the North West and knows about every 
meeting in the region. It would have most 
certainly known about the Clitheroe one last 
month, irrespective of the mention in Spearhead. 
Here memories of Burnley come to mind! 

As we go to press, the latest development is 
that there wi// be a meeting in Clitheroe on the 
28th April at which Mr. Tyndall will speak, 
though not an official BNP one. It will be open to 
all nationalists, and people can find out about it 
by ringing Wayne Cox at the number given last 
month: 07816 489812. 

In the meantime we understand that Mrs. 
Jones will be contacting members throughout the 
North West urging them not to attend. 

How regrettable that with all the import- 
ant elections coming up the BNP national and 
regional leadership has nothing better to do! 
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Who is most out of 


touch: Tony Martin or 


the metropolitan élite? 


JEFFREY TURNER looks behind a startling headline 


“VOTE BNP and give Britain a dictator, 
says Tony Martin.” That was the head- 
line to an article covering more than 
half of page 17 of the Sunday Telegraph 
on the 18th April. 

Doubtless, the paper’s editor thought 
that by coupling these two injunctions by 
Mr. Martin, the Norfolk farmer who was 
jailed for shooting dead an intruder on his 
property, he would get across the idea that 
the British National Party favours 
dictatorship. In fact, it is strenuously at 
pains to deny any such thing. The party’s 
literature abounds with assurances that it 
is absolutely committed to democratic 
government — and quite rightly so, though 
the habit can sometimes be overdone. No 
one in his right mind would suggest that 
the BNP come out with a proposal to set 
up a Hitler, a Mussolini or even a 
Cromwell at the head of a government in 
Britain which would outlaw elections, gag 
the press and jail the opposition. This has 
not been put forward since the party was 
founded in 1982 and it would be ridiculous 
to put it forward now. 

And | fully expect this point to be made 
if the party’s representatives are asked to 
comment on Mr. Martin’s prop- osals. Yes, 
they welcome his support but no, they are 
not seeking dictatorship. Fair enough. The 
media, particularly the left- wing press, will 
continue to maintain otherwise; but they 
would, wouldn’t they? In the climate of the 
times, a party resolutely opposed to 
globalism and multi-racialism will 
inevitably be labelled an ‘enemy of 
democracy’, no matter how far from the 
truth this may be. 


The serious side 

But Mr. Martin’s advocacy of a dictator 
deserves a little more serious consideration 
than might appear on first reading. Is he 
some out-of-touch nutter prone to come 
out with wild statements calculated to 
shock? Well, he is regarded as something 
of an eccentric and not part of the 
‘mainstream’ of the population. But there is 
another side to that. We British are rather 
fond of eccentrics — not least because 
experience has told us that the eccentrics 
sometimes turn out to be right. John Logie 
Baird was no doubt written off as an 
eccentric when he was seen dabbling with 
wires and cathode- ray tubes in a 
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makeshift lab in Hastings in the 1920s, but 
it turned out that he had in his hands one 
of the most brilliant inventions in history: 
television. But enough of eccentricity. Is 
Mr. Martin expressing quite such ‘way-out’ 
thinking as might be supposed? The 
record of my ears in pubs, supermarkets 


anything done. 

| would suspect that for every Tony 
Martin who is prepared to say openly to a 
newspaper that he favours a dictator 
there are some tens of thousands who 
think that way but would rather not have 
themselves named in print as doing so, 
and perhaps some hundreds of 
thousands more who mutter the same 
thoughts to themselves under their breath 
but would be reluctant to confess them 
even to their friends. 


‘Dictator’ Blair 


The vast majority of people in Britain 
would certainly still oppose the idea of a 
dictator in charge of the nation — indeed 
not least because that is the very light in 
which they have come to see Tony Blair! 
Here is a tinpot tyrant who rides rough- 
shod over public opinion, treats parlia- 


MARTIN 
Supports the BNP and calls for a dictator 


and bus stops all over the place in the past 
decade or so suggests not. Quite a few 
times | have heard folk say, with reference 
to the pathetic bunch running this country 
and the joke of a system that keeps them 
in office: “What we need is a dictator!” One 
does not have to agree with them to 
understand what makes them say this. 
Maybe they are not really so serious when 
they do say it but are merely letting off a 
bit of steam, giving vent to a series of 
angry thoughts and frustrations that have 
built up over some time as they have 
witnessed the long catalogue of failures 
on the political scene, the seeming 
impotence of anyone in this country to get 


ment as a rubber stamp and is deter- 
mined to impose upon us all policies for 
which he has no popular mandate. Blair 
is, of course, a caricature of a real 
dictator. Such men, whatever their faults, 
tend to be strong, tough, mascu- line 
types who operate out in the open, 
declare fairly honestly what they intend to 
do and are not afraid of making enemies. 
They do not creep about in the long 
grass, wheeling and dealing with powerful 
vested interests in order to stay in office; 
they usually grapple with those vested 
interests and put them firmly in their place 
— subordinating them to the national will. 


No, Tony is definitely not dictator material, 


though he does indeed display some of 
the worst characteristics that people 
associate with the genre. 

Even supposing that Mr. Martin were 
right, and a dictator — strictly theoretic- 
ally — would be a good thing for Britain in 
her present condition, it is all essentially 
academic because the political institut- 
ions of this country as they presently 
stand simply would not make such a thing 
possible. Those people who favour a 
dictator can romance about the idea in 
bars until closing time and beyond; let us 
deal with things as they are in the real 
world. The real world in which we live is 
one in which parliamentary institutions 
are the ones in which we have to operate, 
and the sensible thing to do is use those 
institutions to bring about the changes for 
the better that we know are needed. It is 
much the same with talk about armed 
uprisings and coups d’état. In banana 
republics these things are a practical 
possibility. With many people in Britain 
such talk only serves as an excuse for 
doing nothing within the system that we 
have. 


Martin as a conduit 


But we should not, at that point, leave 
Tony Martin’s demands and just forget 
about them; they tell us some- thing. More 
important than the question of whether 
proposing a dictatorship for Britain is right 
or wrong is the fact that more than a tiny 
few people are begin- ning to think that 
way. 

And | suggest that this number is going 
to increase as time goes on and the 
failures of the present system and its 
rulers become ever more manifest. Martin 
is in fact a conduit; he is one of those who 
are thinking ahead of their time. These 
people are seeing a course of political 
affairs that is leading to national 
self-destruction and they are prepared to 
embrace some very radical solutions — 
some indeed perhaps too radical. 

The BNP back in the 1980s and early 
to mid-1990s was also ahead of its time: 
it was calling for policies which the mass 
of the population were not yet ready to 
accept. But time — not the BNP itself — 
changed all that. As the disastrous 
effects of other policies became more 
and more evident, the new policies, not 
previously acceptable, were seen as 
acceptable. 

What does all this mean? To put it 
another way, is there a bottom line? Yes, 
there is a bottom line, and this is what it all 
means: it means that great reforming 
movements must always be prepared to 
be a bit ahead of their times, to have the 
courage to espouse policies which not 
everybody will immediately see as right 
but which events will duly prove to be 
right. Then not only is popular agreement 


achieved but so also is 
popular respect — a 
commodity utterly lacking 
in the politics of today. 

What do the main- 
stream politicians do? 
They run around with their 
ears constantly tuned in to 
what their beloved voters 
are currently thinking — or 
at least what they believe 
them to be thinking — and 
tailor their policies in 
accordance with that 
belief. Whether such 
policies are right or wrong 
for the nation is 
secondary; whether they 
will get the politicians in at 
the next election is 
paramount. Has it ever been otherwise? 

Of course, what the politicians 
believe the voters to be thinking can 
often be very wide of the mark. This 
happens because the tendency of the 
politicians is to accept the interpretation 
of popular sentiment presented by the 
metropol- itan élite who control the 
media and can create almost any 
phoney political climate they like, and 
then induce them (the politicians) to 
accept it as the real climate. 

But, needless to say, the metropol- itan 
élite has again and again been proved 
wrong. Still, however, the evidence of its 
wrongness does not always manifest itself 
overnight; and politicians, whose minds 
are always dominated by ‘short- termism’ 
cannot see the wrongess because their 
vision does not extend beyond the ends of 
their noses. 

Statesmanship — a quality never to be 
expected in a run-of-the-mill professional 
party politician — requires that vision: the 
ability to see ahead to the consequences 
of a policy but also the ability to perceive a 
current of public opinion that is not 
immediately evident from today’s opinion 
polls or tomorrow’s leader article in the 
bought press. 

A statesman, in just the same way as 
a run-of-the-mill politician, cannot place 
himself so far ahead of public opinion 
that he becomes alienated from it and 
incapable of winning the public support 
necessary to act. But by placing himself 
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The people of Britain. Politicians are way out of touch 
with what they are thinking. 


just a little way ahead of public opinion — 
or perhaps rather by being acquainted 
with the reality of public opinion rather 
than the perception of it as given by 
journalists and broadcasters — he can 
tap into reserves of popular support that 
are not visible to the politician, and 
surprise everyone by demonstrating 
what leader- ship is able to do when the 
courage and vision are there. 

There is one thing that this writer 
firmly believes, and that is that rea/ 
public opinion in Britain right now 
inclines much further towards hardline, 
nationalist and radical-rightist ideas than 
is seen on the surface, even by some 
nationalist thinkers themselves. Whilst 
there will not be for the foreseeable 
future a consensus in favour of outright 
‘dictatorship’ as Mr. Martin has sugges- 
ted, there is no doubt that there is a very 
strong and ever-growing consensus 
moving away from liberalism and in 
favour of a return to strong authority in 
every national sphere — that is a degree 
of authoritarianism in national affairs for 
which no politician, even the best, has 
yet been prepared to call. 

Nationalists must be ready to tap into 
this consensus, and as such reveal them- 
selves to be fundamentally different, in 
every fibre of their being, from the polit- 
ical jobsworths whom the people in- 
creasingly despise. 
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© LAAN AAAS 


The Editor 
‘Spearhead’ 
PO Box 2471 
Hove 

E. Sussex BN3 4DT 


SIR: The recent furore occasioned by 
ministerial duplicity and lies regarding the 
influx of bogus asylum-seekers highlights 
other related issues that are seldom aired by 
the media. 

The Government, most recently in the 
person of Trade & Industry Secretary 
Patricia Hewitt, has claimed that Britain’s 
labour shortage means that more foreign 
workers are needed here. To meet this 
supposed requirement Miss Hewitt has 
rejected calls to impose any limits or quotas 
on those wishing to come to Britain. It 
therefore seems that the Government 
intends to operate an open-door policy, 
allowing all and sundry to settle here. This it 
calls ‘managed migration’! 

But why is it that there is such a 
shortage of labour? There are three main 
reasons. 

Firstly, as a result of the horrific 1967 
Abortion Act, masterminded by former 
Liberal leader David Steel, millions of British 
babies have not been born. Recent reports 
suggest that one in four pregnancies are 
being aborted. This is nothing less than 
self-inflicted genocide. 

Secondly, the Government does every- 
thing in its power to dissuade British women 
from marrying and becoming mothers. It 
prefers to provide inducements to persuade 
women to go to work rather than to bring up 
children. 

Thirdly, very little is done to ensure that fit 
and able adults who are out of work find jobs. 
This is a charter for the indolent. Too many 
layabouts are able, by a variety of 
stratagems, successfully to avoid work for 
years on end. They are thus living at the 
taxpayers’ expense. 

Until our purblind politicians understand 
that these matters are interrelated, 
immigration, legal and illegal, will continue at 
an unsustainable rate, with dire 
consequences for us all. 

RONALD RICKCORD 
Newport Pagnell, Bucks, 


SIR: You may be aware of the Govern- 
ment’s intention to dredge building sand from 
the sea bed in the English Channel. 

Dredging this sand will ultimately destroy 
the spawning grounds of our Channel fish. 

It was while | was buying fish from a 
fisherman’s stall on Hastings beach that a 
fisherman told me these grim facts. 

Dredging the sand will completely 
annihilate the coastal fishing industry. 

And hotels, guest houses and restaur- 
ants all rely on these fishermen to keep them 
supplied with fresh fish. 
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Those who reside in coastal towns in the 
South ought to be aware of the Govern- 
ment'’s intentions. 

Big developers, big money — plus a 
non-stop invasion of immigrants. God help 
us and preserve us from our own tragic 
indifference to what is happening. 

PETER STAFFORD 
Ferndown, Dorset 


SIR: A couple of items for your readers to 
think about. One item | have seen in the 
paper is the curious story of a Jamaican 
Lesbian who has several children (by 
different fathers?) and is claiming asylum 
on the grounds that she has been perse- 
cuted back in her homeland, where they 
are not so tolerant about such things! Her 
application was turned down, and now she 
is appealing. What is the betting that she 
will succeed? 

And they still come... A recent item on 
the local TV news caught my attention. 
Two coaches collided one morning out in 
East Yorkshire. Sadly, one of the drivers 
was killed, but the passengers were 
unharmed. They were: 50 Poles in one 
coach and 40 Czechs in the other, going 
to a bacon factory (It did not say whether 
they were legal!). My question is: how is it 
that when many of our own people cannot 
get work these immigrants can be brought 
hundreds of miles to work in a bacon 
factory? 

MICHAEL BLAND 
Sheffield 


SIR: As a Christian | found the recent words 
of the Queen very disturbing. She said: “My 
Government will maintain its commitment to 
increased equality and social justice by 
bringing forward legislation on the regis- 
tration of civil partnerships between same- 
sex couples.” And Her Majesty is supposed 
to be a Christian! A proper Christian 
monarch would have refused to utter those 
words. 

Emperor Franz Josef of Austria, when 
asked by Theodore Roosevelt what he 
considered to be his chief duty, replied: “To 
protect my people from their Government.” 
R. HEAD 
London N.7 


SIR: Leviticus XVIII, 22, says: “Thou shalt 
not lie with mankind as with womankind, 
because it is an abomination. And Leviticus 
XX, 13, says: “If anyone lie with a man as 
with a woman, both have committed an 
abomination. Let them be put to death.” 
The pre-Vatican II Tridentine Mass used 
the same biblical extracts each day of the 
year. We got to know a small portion of the 
Bible very well rather than all of it sketchily. 
How can Michael Howard (Hecht), who is 
now bent on making the Tory Party 
‘gay-friendly’, overrule Leviticus XVIII and 
XX? 
MICHAEL INGRAMS 
Orpington, Kent 


SIR: Frank Kimbal Johnson is surely 
mistaken when he writes in the April issue 
that it was Charles Hill (the 1940s and 1950s 


Letters 


‘Radio Doctor’ and later Chairman 
successively of ITV and the BBC) who 
declared that “We are all socialists now.” In 
fact it was Sir William Harcourt, the Liberal 
Chancellor, introducing his ‘prog- ressive’ 
budget as long ago as 1894. 

Then as to lan Buckley’s denial that Al 
Qaida was responsible for the so-called 
‘9/11’ suicide attacks on the Twin Towers 
and the Pentagon, why if they were not the 
perpetrators did they neither disown nor 
condemn those incomparably dramatic 
assaults on the citadels of the New World 
Order? 

Mr. Buckley asserts that they would not 
have dared to do it, “knowing they’d bring the 
wrath of the American super-power against 
their own people.” Oh, come on now. That is 
exactly the response they wanted and 
achieved. They drew America into the 
morass of Afghanistan and Iraq and have 
every prospect of bringing it to its knees, do 
they not? 

TONY YOUNG 
London E.11 


SIR: I’ve read that the Jews are complain- 
ing of the rise of ‘anti-semitism’ in Britain. In 
response | ask: Could it be that the actions 
of some Jews are provoking this? 

We have Gerry Gable’s magazine 
Searchlight, which is under Jewish editor- 
ship and most of whose writers are Jews. 
Searchlight is regularly hurling obloquy at 
those who dare to offer the slightest critic- 
isms of Jews or stand up for their own 
country and people. 

And besides Searchlight there are bodies 
of aggressive young Jews who associate 
with the bootboys of the left. While these 
people reserve for themselves the right to be 
Jewish Nationalists, they want to deny us the 
right to be British Nationalists — even in our 
own country. 

Such conduct on the part of these Jews 
must ineitably stoke up this thing they call 
‘anti-semitism’. | am surprised that Jewish 
leaders do not rebuke these hoodlums for 
their behaviour and warn them that it is their 
aggressive tactics that are provoking a 
backlash against Jews. 

HARRY MULLIN 
Glasgow 


SIR: Your ‘What We Think’ commentary 
last month was dead right. There is a 
conspiracy to flood this country with 
immigrants in order deliberately to destroy 
it. There can be no other explanation for 
the apparent insanity of the present immig- 
ration policy. 

The policy is not even electorally 
popular. The Government and the Oppos- 
ition are reacting hysterically to the rise of 
the BNP, yet they could easily head off the 
BNP challenge by adopting a firmer stance 
on immigration and showing that they are 
prepared to act to defend the national iden- 
tity of Britain. 

In the past we have hanged people for 
perceived acts of treason nowhere near as 
bad as what our politicians are now doing. 
BARRY RENTON 
Melton Mowbray, Leics. 


Eurowatch 


1) The rumour that the twice 
disgraced — and therefore 
singularly qualified — Peter 
Mandelson might be appointed 
as the UK’s next EU commiss- 
ioner has been quickly scotched. 
It seems that even those Labour 
MPs hardened to the idiosyn- 
cratic extravagancies of 
Blairism were appalled at the 
prospect of this unrepentant 
delinquent representing their 
country. As we write, the 
accolade appears to be falling 
on another jobs- worth, namely 
‘Lord’ Robert- son, a former 
defence minister and retiring 
secretary-general of NATO. 

2) While Neil Kinnock and Co. 
chase around madly trying to 
discover where all those heavily 
subsidised cows actually 
finished up, it is comforting to 
learn that the really important 
matters are receiving attention. 
Under new EU proposals, the 
maximum height of a child’s 
rocking horse would be 60cm, 
which in English means around 
a couple of feet. As a fellow 
columnist has remarked, “Not 
even a self-respecting dwarf 
would sit on one.” But what of 
the existing brutes whose 
dimensions would offend the 
guidelines? Hacksaws to the 
ready! 

3) Smokers who have seen the 
price of the weed rise inexor- 
ably under successive Chancell- 
ors will be glad to know that 
their contributions are support- 
ing a worthy cause. Annually, 
the EU pays out £642million in 
subsidies to 80,000 tobacco- 
growers. Please reflect that we 
can only report on the excur- 
sions into lunacy which come to 
the surface. 

4) The new Spanish Govern- 
ment, anxious to reverse the 
folly of becoming involved in 
Bush’s coalition, has been busy 
mending fences with France 
and Germany by promising to 
adopt a softer line on proposals 
for a European constitution. The 
beast is back on the agenda, 
and agreement could be 
reached as early as June. 
Whatever Blair signs up to will 
be illegal unless it is endorsed 
by our folk in a fair and genuine 
referendum. 


How every fool can 
play upon the word! 
(Merchant of Venice) 


A spot of nonsense never 
comes amiss in this dull old 
world and, on this occasion, we 
are indebted to Mr. Trevor 
Phillips, Chairman of that 


THE WAY WE 
LIVE NOW 


Some observations on contemporary society 
by JUNIUS 


super fluous luxury, the 
Commission for Racial Equality. 
He has just discovered that all 
our ethnic/ racial and religious 
problems are down to the fact 
that we are using the wrong 
brand of gibb- erish. According 
to Trevor, all that we need to do 
is abandon ‘multi-culturalism’ 
and substit- ute ‘togetherness’, 
after which we will all live 
happily ever after. Where did we 
find this genius? 


In the beginning 


“Palestine, Greece and Italy 
are the three lands whose 
history contains the history of 
man. From Palestine we draw 
our religion; from Greece comes 
art and literature and, ina 
manner, law and freedom. The 
history of civilised man goes on 
in one unbroken tale from 
Theseus to our own day; but the 
drama shifts its scene and 
changes its actors; Greece can 
only reach us by way of Italy; 
the Athenian speaks to modern 
Europe almost wholly through a 
Roman interpreter.” (Edward 
Freeman’s introduction to 
Theodor Mommsen’s History of 
Rome,1868). 

How refreshing to go back a 
few years and read what edu- 
cated folk had to say about the 
origins of our modern world. 
Only thus do we find confirm- 
ation of what we instinctively 
know but are forbidden to 
mention. Whilst we do not 
suggest that all will have the 
time or the inclination to 
meander down the highways 
and byways of 19th century 
literature, it is vital that we keep 
an eye on what our kids are 
taught, and ensure that they are 
not brainwashed with politically 
correct nonsense about the 
origins of civilisation. 


Poppies = opium 
= heroin = death 


The bad news is that Afghan 
opium production is now nine 
times what it was before George 
W. Bush toppled the Taliban, 
and that this year’s crop will 
supply three-quarters of the 
world demand for illicit drugs. 


Poppies flourish in almost every 
province, and the trade is said to 
account for more than half of 
Afghanistan’s gross domestic 
product. Almost everyone is 
making money, including al- 
Qaeda. Just one Kandahar heroin 
trafficking group ships 1,000 
kilos a month to Bin Laden’s best 
mates in Pakistan to show a 
profit of £28 millions a year. 

The good news, at least as 
far as the growers are con- 
cerned, is that Britain has 
been chosen to lead the battle 
against Afghan drug 
production, and that £70 
millions of your money has 
been set aside to bribe the 
poppy farmers to produce 
something else. Hands up all 
those who believe that this 
daft ploy will work! 


Welcome to a 
new partner 


94 per cent of Slovenians — 
they will have joined the EU by 
the time you read this — have 
voted against restoring the 
rights of some 18,000 ‘non- 
persons’, Bosnians, Serbs and 
Croats left over when the 
country broke away from Yugo- 
slavia in 1991. ‘The erased’, as 
they are sometimes known, 
constitute a real embarrass- 
ment to the centre-left Govern- 
ment which is being pressed by 
shocked EU officials to resolve 
this tricky issue. The republic 
has the highest standard of 
living amongst the former 
Soviet satellite states. 


The undermining 
of Mr. Plod 


It is the police — not the 
judges, not the politicians — who 
stand between the ordin- ary 
law-abiding citizen and a state 
of lawless anarchy. It therefore 
follows that all decisions on 
recruitment and promotion 
should be based on merit, and 
on an assessment of capability 
to do the job in the best 
interests of our folk. On the 
disciplinary side, rigorous, 
exacting standards must be 
applied across the board, irres- 


pective of any other consider- 
ations. Moreover, it is vital that, 
in the interests of public safety, 
our police forces are in no way 
inhibited, by judges, politicians 
or busybodies, from using their 
full powers as occasion 
demands. Unless society up- 
holds these principles it will 
surely perish. 

Given the above, the very 
last thing we need is to have the 
semi-literate Mr. Greg Dyke 
snooping round our cop-shops 
looking for alleged instances of 
‘racism’ in the ranks. It is well 
known that this former director- 
general of the BBC is scarcely 
impartial. In 2001, he referred to 
that corporation as being 
“hideously white,” and went on 
to declare that the problems of 
the Met were even worse. Again, 
it is less than helpful when 
Scotland Yard Comm- ander 
Bernard Hogan-Howe suggests 
that talented(?) ethnic-minority 
recruits should be allowed to 
skip the ‘beat’ and join up as 
more senior officers. We can 
only hope that Mr. Dyke has the 
guts to condemn such 
outbursts of institutionalised 
dementia as being “hideously 
racist.” 

Meantime, the Morris Inquiry 
has been told that police 
officers from these ethnic 
minorities frequently play the 
race card when complaints are 
made against them. We quote: 
“The inquiry needs to be aware 
that there is a pervasive climate 
of fear amongst managers that 
some elements of the work- 
force are becoming unmanage- 
able because any challenge, 
however well justified, is seen 
as risking complaint, grievance 
or proceedings.” This is scan- 
dalous. The police, it has to be 
repeated, are appointed, and 
paid, as guardians of the 
people, and those who would 
systematically abuse our trust 
in these ways have no place in 
the force. 


Britain’s shame 


We believe it to be widely 
reported that Junius has a 
sense of humour. Yes, but not 
always. There is a time for 
laughter and a time for tears. 
Today this humble column asks 
readers and fellow nationalists 
to join with us to remember all 
those Iraqis, men, women and 
children, who have been 
murdered, maimed, tortured or 
starved to death, during the 
illegal invasion and occupation 
of their land. Operation Iraqi 
Freedom? Well, that’s what 
Bush called it! 
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Abolition of Britain, The (Peter Hitchens) £9.95. 
The cultural revolution from Lady Chatterley to 
Tony Blair. 


Adrien Arcand (Unknown Author) £5.00. A 
report of the Kingston Convention and the Massey 
Hall Rally held in Canada in 1938 by the National 
Unity Party led by Adrien Arcand. 


Advance to Barbarism (F.J.P. Veale) £13.95. 
Shows how warfare has degenerated to some of 
the worst levels in known history. 


Alien Menace, The (Lt. Col. A.H. Lane) £4.50. 
Early warnings against immigration. First pub- 
lished 1928. 


Alternative, The (Hilaire Belloc) £1.00. An article 
originally written during Mr Belloc’s Parliament- ary 
days, for St. George’s Review and since revised. 


An Eye for an Eye (John Sack) £17.95. The true 
story of the Jews who sought revenge for the 
alleged ‘Holocaust’. 


Aspects of Anglo Saxon Magic (Bill Griffiths) 
£14.95. A neat division between mainstream and 
occult, rational and superstitious, Christian and 
Pagan, are not always easy to discern. The 
Church outlawed practices it considered evil like 
divination, folk healing and spells, while at the 
same time adopting similar rituals itself. 


Barnes Review, The (Sample copy) £5.50. A 
bi-monthly US revisionist history magazine 
covering a wide range of topics from ancient to 
modern. 


Best of /nstauration 1977 or 1978, The (Wilmot 
Robertson) £14.75. Probably the best and most 
thought-provoking journal to appear on the 
American scene. 


Bible and Race, The (Capt. Kenneth McKilliam) 
£1.50. A little booklet to enable clerics and others 
to understand the bible and its racial message. 


Biology of the Race Problem (Professor W. 
George) £3.30. A comprehensive introduction to 
racial differences, with indisputable scientific data. 


Bitter Harvest (lan Smith) £20.00. The great 
betrayal and the dreadful aftermath of 
‘independence’ in 
Rhodesia by Africa’s 
most controversial 
leader. 


Blackshirts on Sea 
(J.A. Booker) £19.50. 
A pictorial record of the 
British Union pre-war 
summer camps with 
comprehensive text. 


Blind Watchmaker, 
The (Richard 
Dawkins) £10.00. 
Described in The Good 
Book Guide, by Dr. 
John Gribbin, as possibly the most important work 
on evolution since that by Charles Darwin. 


Blowing the Whistle (Paul van Buitenen) 
£12.99. One man’s fight against fraud within the 
Euro- pean Commission. 


Break His Bones (Bradley R. Smith) £13.00. 
Reveals the systematic attempts at the supp- 
ression of historical revisionism in the USA. 


British Peace and How to Get it, The (Sir 
Oswald Mosley) £4.00. A proposal for a 
negotiated peace in 1940 with Empire intact and 
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SPEARHEAD BOOKS 


The prices given here include postal 
charges for dispatch within the British Isles. 
For postage overseas please enquire before 
ordering. 

Payments should be made to ‘Spearhead 
Books’ and sent to the above address. 

Spearhead Books handles works by numer- 
ous and varied independent authors. It should 
not need stating that the publisher of Spear- 
head may not necessarily endorse all the 
contents of these works. 


people safe. 


British Press, The (‘Boreas’) £2.75. Although 
this was published in 1939, readers will spot an 
uncanny similarity with the situation in Britain 
today. 


Cambridge Spies, The (Verne W. Newton) 
£18.00. The untold story of the traitors Maclean, 
Philby and Burgess and their activities in the USA. 


Camp of the Saints, The (Jean Raspail) £9.00. A 
work of fiction that has almost come true: the 
overwhelming and destruction of Europe by 
immigrants from the Third World. 


Captive State (George Monbiot) £15.95. The 
corporate takeover of Britain today is revealed. 


Case for David Irving, The (Nigel Jackson) 
£13.75. An exposure of the selective censorship of 
history and freedom of speech which pro- ceeds at 
our peril. 


Conquest Through Immigration (George W. 
Robnett) £13.00. How Zionism turned Palestine 
into a Jewish state. 


Creed of Iron (Ron McVan) £9.50. The 14-Word 
Press endeavours to bring Wotanist art, history, 
poetry, wisdom and inspiration to a wider 
audience. 


Dartmoor Massacre, The (Vivian Bird) £6.00. In 
1812 American prisoners were held in Dartmoor 
prison. This is the account of their fate. 


Deadlier than the H-Bomb (Wing Cdr. Leonard 
Young) £7.00. An Exposure of Sovietisation by 
Stealth. 


Deceived, Damned and Defiant (David Lane) 
£14.25. Sentenced to 190 years of incarcer- ation, 
Mr. Lane is one of the best known white political 
prisoners in the world today. His revol- utionary 
writings are presented with many beautiful 
illustrations. Undaunted by his plight, unshakeable 
in his convictions, David Lane has emerged as an 
insurgent icon of a turbulent age. 


Diamond in the Dust (by his political 
colleagues) £10.00. 100pp plus 4pp colour. An 
appreciation of lan Stuart, his life and work. 


Did Six Million Really Die? (Richard Harwood) 
£2.50. Controversial and yet good news for all 
victims and students of the ‘Holocaust’. 


Dilemma of Inter-racial Relations, The (Prof. 
Gayre of Gayre) £4.00. An analysis of the 
problems of forcing different races together, and 
the results of the efforts of compulsion. 


Do we Need Mass Immigration? (Anthony 
Browne) £6.00. All the reasons why immigration 
into Britain by the teeming masses of the Third 
World are bad for Britain. 


Empire of the City (E.C. Knuth) £11.25. An 
examination of the role of the international élite, 


PO Box 2471, Hove, 
East Sussex BN3 4DT 


based in the city of London, in advancing 
globalisation. 


Enemy of Europe (Francis Parker Yockey and 
Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £10.75. Given here is the 
view of the ‘European Situation’ by the man who 
was hailed by many people as America’s greatest 
post-war philosopher. Comment and analyses by 
Prof. Revilo P. Oliver, who has written many 
incisive works on current racial and social 
problems. 


English Warrior, The (Stephen Pollington) 
£16.75. An attempt to get beneath the surface of 
Anglo-Saxon warriorhood and to investigate the 
rites, social attitudes, mentality and myth- ology of 
the warfare of its times. 


Evil Good Men Do, The (Jeffrey Hamm) £10.00. 
About crucial decisions by governments that have 
led to the ruin of Britain. 


Facing the Abyss (A.K. Chesterton) £3.50. The 
first leader of the National Front reveals secret 
forces behind world events. 


Falsehood in Wartime (Arthur Ponsonby MP) 
£10.00. Propaganda lies of the First World War 
exposed. 


Fatima and the Great 
Conspiracy (Deirdre 
Manifold) £10.75. An 
attempt to explain the 
meaning and truth 
behind the vision. 


Final Judgement 
(Michael Collins 
Piper) £20.00. A 
best-seller from the 
USA. Piper makes a 
convincing case to 
prove that the Mossad, 
the feared Israeli 
intelligence service, was involved in the 
assassination of J.F. Kennedy. 


For My Legionaries (Corneliu Zelea Codreanu) 
£12.00. The story of the life of Rumania’s greatest 
nationalist leader and his struggle to bring justice 
to his people. 


French Revolution, The (Nesta Webster) 
£19.00. An excellent historical account, with 
descriptions of the horrors that set the scene for 
the more terrible events of the communist revolts 
in other parts of the world. 


Gruesome Harvest (Ralph Franklin Keeling) 
£11.95. How Allied policy-makers treated their 
defeated foe. A compelling story of ‘victors 
justice’. 


Guernsey Experiment, The (Olive and Jan 
Grubiak) £3.75. How the Government of 
Guernsey raised funds by issuing its own currency 
without interest. 


History and Biology (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.30. Traces the history of mankind and its 
eventual fate if some form of eugenics is not 
brought into population management. 


History of World Revolution, The (The Duke of 
Northumberland) £4.50. The author was also the 
publisher of The Patriot weekly newspaper, and he 
employed as his chief writer Nesta Webster, the 
famous conspiracy theorist. 


Hoax of the 20th Century, The (Prof. A.R. Butz) 
£15.00. The most famous, and indeed seminal, 
work on holocaust revisionism. 


Holocaust Industry, The (Norman G. 
Finklestein) £18.00. Reflections on the 
exploitation of Jewish suffering and the extortion 
racket used against Germany. 


Holocaust, The: 120 Questions Answered 
(Charles Weber) £2.00. Fact and fable examined 
and questioned. 


Innocent at Dachau (Joseph Halow) £16.95. An 
eye-witness account by a court reporter. 


1Q and Racial Differences (Henry E. Garrett) 
£3.50. A lucid brief for an educational system 
designed to accommodate racial variations in 
intelligence rather than relying upon the danger- 
ous fiction that all races are created equal. 


lron Curtain Over America (John Beaty) £7.50. 
The long story about the epic struggle between 
Asia and Europe, from the Teutonic Knights to the 
Communist nuclear spies. 


Is There Intelligent Life on Earth? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.95. A study of the utter stupidity of 
the masses and suicidal doctrines they follow. 


Jewish Supremacism (David Duke) £18.00 A 
detailed study of how the future of the world lies in 
the hands of this enigmatic people. 


King Arthur’s Place in Pre-History (W.A. 
Cummins) £10.95. A legend traced back to the 
Bronze Age, possibly linked to Stonehenge and 
the early Wessex culture. 


Legacy of John Lennon (David A. Noebel)) 
£10.00. About the charming or harming of a 
generation. 


Letters of T.E. Lawrence, The (Edited by M. 
Brown) £9.25. An essential book for Lawrence 
fans. 


iL? 
~Ueuchter Report, The (Fred Leuchter) £4.50. A 
professional forensic examination of the alleged 
‘gas chambers’ at 
Auschwitz. 


Lifting the Lid off the 
ADL (Dr. William L. 
Pierce) £2.30. Some 
astounding revelations 
regarding the real 
haters within the mass 
media. 


Macpherson Report, 
The (Dr. Frank Ellis) 
£4.50. About the 
hysteria from the legal 
establishment over the 
breakdown of the multi-racial society. 


Mau Mau Oaths (A.K. Chesterton) £3.30. 
Evidence of the unbelievably barbaric and 
inhuman initiation ceremonies of this so-called 
gang of ‘Freedom Fighters’. 


Mel Gibson and the Pharisees (Ed. Kerry 
Bolton) £4.50. The tribulations of a producer who 
tried to make a film (The Passion) with an accurate 
portrayal of the death of Christ. 


Mind Britain’s Business (Capt. Gordon 
Canning) £2.50. A foreign policy to bring peace 
and security. Pre-war but still relevant today. 


Mosley’s Blackshirt Airmen (Keith Thompson) 
£3.00. Aircraft-makers, airmen and war heroes. 


Music in the 3rd Reich (A.V. Schaffenberg) 
£2.50. Fascinating history of blossoming talent. 


Nameless War, The (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£11.00. A nationalist classic. The struggle for the 
soul of Europe and the White Race. About the 


hidden forces behind World War II and the identity 
of the real victors. 


Nanny Knows Best (A. Rosenbaum) £4.95. A 
not too far-fetched tale of political correctness that 
has become insane. 


New Unhappy Lords, The (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00. A brilliant exposé of Britain’s decline and 
the solutions to reverse the trend. 


Nordic Face, The (J.W. Jameson) £1.60. The 
Swedish artist lvar Kamke is used, along with the 
text, to illustrate by his extensive series of 
sketches of the Nordic physiognomy and the way 
in which it has contributed to the European gene 
pool. 


Norse Poems (W.H. Auden and P.B. Taylor) 
£7.60. Old Icelandic poems translated to capture 
the rhythmic quality of the originals. 


Occupation (Paul Comben) £3.00. A book of 
nationalist poetry. 


Origins of the Second World War (A.J.P. 
Taylor) £9.75. The 
classic work by this oe 
most respected histor- ABE TAYLOR: 
ian, which began the 
trend towards revising 
many previously held 
views on the causes of 
World War Il. 


Our Financial Masters 
(A. Raven Thompson) 
£3.90. A pre-war look at 
finance and the reason 
why it must be 
controlled. 


Pawns in the Game (William Guy Carr) £14.95. 
A classic conspiracy exposé. 


Plagiarism and the Culture War (Theodore 
Papas) £14.95. The writings of Martin Luther King 
Jnr. and other prominent Americans. 


Policeman’s Narrative, A (Henry A. Clark) 
£7.00. About witchcraft and murder in Zimbabwe. 


Prodigal Genius (John J. O’Neill) £18.50. The 
life of Nikola Tesla, the great inventor whom 
history forgot. 


Real Cheats and Fraudsters, The (E. Morgan) 
£2.75. How governments fleece the people out of 
their hard-earned cash. 


Rebuilding Russia (Alexander Solzenitsyn) 
£8.00. Reflections and proposals from this 
talented and extraordinary man. 


Recovery (Kerry Bolton) £2.30. The story of 
Gottfried Feder and how Germany broke out of 
the economic recession of the early 1930s. 


Revisionist, The (Journal for Critical Historical 
Inquiry) £10.00. each. The first and third volumes 
of the latest findings of researchers into the 
‘Holocaust’ and the issues that surround it. A must 
for all those involved in ‘Holocaust’ Studies. 


Second World War in Photographs, The 
(Imperial War Museum) £21.95. A large-format 
book by world-famous photographers. 


Secret Societies and Subversive Movements 
(Nesta Webster) £17.95. Argues the case for 
suspecting a secret directing influence behind 
most major political convulsions. 


Serpent’s Walk (Randolph D. Calverhall) £6.95. 
A fictional story of a revolution in 2049. This time, 
as the author says, “The Good Guys Win.” 


Six Million Reconsidered (David McCalden) 
£5.95. An illustrated history of ‘holocausts’ 


throughout the ages. 136 pages. 


Stalin’s War of Extermination 1941-45. 
(Joachim Hoffman) £30.00. This book details the 
German Army’s desperate attempt to frustrate 
Soviet plans to subjugate Europe. 


Struggle for World Power, The (George 
Knupffer) £9.95. The bid for global control by the 


faceless men of the 
GEORGE KNUPFFER 


secret world- 
government. : 

. sa SH 
Talmud Unmasked, STRIMGOLE 
The (Rev. I.B. for WaRLO Power 
Pranaitis) £11.00. This pgm 
much talked-of Jewish FALE 


book researched and 
trans- lated as a useful 
tool in the 
understanding of 
modern Jewish aspir- 
ations. 
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Tomb of English 

People, The (Duncan Balmer) £8.70. This new 
book gives a concise history of the England and 
contemptuously spurns political correctness. As 
the author points out, the graves of our ancestors 
may be found all over the Earth, but our influence 
remains. 


Traditionalist’s Anthology (Elizabeth Freeman) 
£3.95. The Editor's choice is a key to a collec tion 
of gems so excellent in themselves that they 
“Make hungry where most (they) satisfy.” 


Twins — Black and White (R. Travis Osborne) 
£14.95. A detailed study of 496 pairs of black and 
white twins, ranging in age from 12 to 20, with the 
results. 


Tyr-Myth Culture Tradition (J. Buckley, C. 
Cleary and M. Moynihan) £12.50. A publication 
that celebrates the traditional myths, cultures and 
social institutions of pre-Christian, pre-modern 
Europe. It stands for radical traditionalism, 
rejecting the materialist code of “quantity over 
quality.” 


Warburg and the Kalergi Plan (Capt. A. Rogers 
OBE) £3.90. World Government through 
European Union and racial mixing has long been 
the dream of the powerful forces that control 
governments. Here this once senior officer in 
British military intelligence gives the result of his 
diligent research. 


Wealth, Virtual Wealth and Debt (Frederick 
Soddy) £6.75. An explanation of how money can 
become the servant of mankind instead of its 
master. 


Western Intelligentsia and the Soviet Union (D. 
Heald) £2.50. A selection of quotes praising Stalin 
and the red dictatorships in Eastern Europe by a 
range of liberal ‘intellectuals’. These are the words 
that their authors want forgotten. 


White Fang/Call of the Wild (Jack London) 
£5.50. London’s much acclaimed works which 
explore the kingdom of the wolf. 


World Conquerors, The (Louis Marschalko) 
£16.95. A great mine of historical detail that 
explains much of what brought European 
civilisation to death and destruction. A period that 
the author describes as “The Second Feast of 
Purim.” 


Zionist Factor, The (lvor Benson) £12.95. 
Developments in the Middle East which threaten 
to draw all mankind into the catastrophe of 
another world war make it more urgently necess- 
ary than ever before to explore Zionism as one of 
the major forces shaping our world. 
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Rochdale BNP celebrates St. 


About 60 people enjoyed the St. 
George’s Day social hosted by Rochdale 
BNP on Friday, the 2nd April. Nick and 
Jackie Griffin were present at the event, 
and party chairman Nick gave a short 
speech. Dave Hannam from Hull provided 
the evening’s entertainment. Rochdale 
activist Martin Littler joined in and sang a 
very touching song about unity in the First 


World War. There was 
also a special guest 
present: the former 
Rochdale and North 
West regional organiser Ken Henderson. 
Those who can remember Ken will know 
him for the dynamic organiser he was in the 
1980s and early 1990s. We all hope that we 
can get Ken actively involved in the party 


A scene from the social 


Make sure of your regular copy of Spearhead by becoming a subscriber. Please fill in the 
form here and send it to us, together with payment, as directed. Please note also the 
rates for bulk-buyers. 
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The following rates are for 12 issues (please tick box where applicable):- 
British Isles £24.0001; Overseas surface mail £26.500; Air mail Europe £28.500;; Air mail 


elsewhere £35.0000. 


PLEASE NOTE: These overseas rates apply if remittance is in Pounds Sterling. If 
remittance is in any other currency, an additional charge of £4.50 is required in the 


paying for banker’s commission and charges. 


Discounts for bulk purchases can be obtained as follows:- 


10-19 copies £1.10 each; 20-49 copies £1.00 each; 50-99 copies 83p each; 100-199 
copies 69p each; 200-499 copies 60p each; 500 copies 55p each. For advice on postal 

rates for these quantities please contact our office. | 
All cheques and postal or money orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent | 
to PO Box 2471, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 4DT. Please do not include payment for 


Spearhead in a remittance which includes payment for other items. 
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George’s day 


again. 

A great evening was enjoyed by all 
present, and special thanks are due to 
Sharon from Burnley for providing a great 
buffet. 


Report from KEVIN BRYAN 


JUNE ISSUE 


We give readers warning that our 
June issue may — only may — be a few 
days, possibly a week, late in public- 
ation. We are making this known now to 
save people writing in to tell us they have 
not received their copies on time. 
Whatever happens, things will return to 
normal for the July issue. 


The Eleventh Hour 


The Eleventh Hour has been described as the 
‘Bible’ of the British National Party. First pub- 
lished in 1988, the latest (1998) edition has been 
updated to take in the many new developments on 
the political scene occurring since. Written by the 
founder of the British National Party, John 
Tyndall, the book gives comprehensive coverage 
of all the major current issues affecting Britain. It 
delves into the ideologies of liberalism, conser- 
vatism and the left, and also examines that of 
British Nationalism and its background. It contains 
extensive analyses of the British economy and 
political system. It looks at issues connected with 
freedom and order, the mass media, the environ- 
ment, race and immigration, Northern Ireland, the 
Commonwealth, foreign policy and defence. It 
also gives a detailed outline of the development of 
the BNP and its predecessor organisations in 
Britain. 

The Eleventh Hour runs to 537 pages. It is 
partly autobiographical, giving an account of the 
author’s origins, early political awakening and 
subsequent life’s work. 


Price: Hardback £25.00 plus £4.58 p&p; 
softback £17.50 plus £3.67 p&p. Please 
make out cheques to Albion Press and 
send to PO Box 2471, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 
4DT. 


JOHN TYNDALL 


The book you 
must read if 
you want to 
find out what 
John Tyndall 
and the BNP 
Stand for 


BNP London mayoral candidate Julian 
Leppert was denied a place at a recent 
South London political forum, strangely 
entitled the ‘London Mayoral Candid- 
ates’ Open Meeting’, taking place at the 
Bromley Civic Centre on the 2nd April. 
After the party had heard of the 
proposed debate, enquiries were made 
to ‘The Churches Together In Orping- 
ton’, the organisers of the event. The 
Anglican clergyman in charge was 
asked if Julian could participate. His 
reply was: “I wish this situation had 
never arisen. | will have to ask the other 
candidates’ opinions.” Soon afterwards, 
it was learned that the Tory and Green 
parties’ candidates, Steve Norris and 
Darren Johnson, had made strong 
objections to the request for Julian to 
take part and stated that they would not 
attend if a BNP candidate was present! 


Something wrong 
with the post! 


We should tell our readers that during 
April we experienced something peculiar 
with our postal deliveries. Put simply, the 
volume of post coming in during the first half 
of the month was much smaller than 
normally expected. This could be the result 
of a breakown of services, which seem to get 
worse as costs go up. Alternatively, it could 
mean that the government security services, 
which occasionally tamper with post being 
delivered to radical groups (left and right) 
have been holding up Spearhead’s mail so as 
to monitor it. 

This could result in subscription renewals 
not being received by the time the new issue 
goes out and readers thus being sent remind- 
ers when they have paid. It could also result 
in orders to Spearhead Books not being dealt 
with. 

We would be grateful if our readers and 
customers would bring any such instances to 
our notice. 


NEWSPAPER CUTTINGS: 
ANOTHER REMINDER 


We must remind our readers again. Please 
when sending in newspaper cuttings high- 
light the items you think may be of interest to 
us. A great deal of time is spent going 
through masses of cuttings in order to locate 
the ones intended for our attention. Please 
mark the latter prominently. 


Tories and Greens funk 
debate with BNP 


The clergyman in charge contacted the 
party and pathetically said that Julian 
could not attend and debate with the 
others! 

Special freedom-of-speech leaflets 
were quickly produced and handed out 
by Julian and his supporters to politic- 


JULIAN 
LEPPERT 
Not invited to 
the party 


ians and members of the public as they 
entered the Civic Centre for the meeting. 

BNP members did attend as part of 
the audience, and they posed several 
questions to the panel during the 
debate, including: “How do you think 
multi-racialism benefits our capital city?” 
All the party representatives present, 
including the UKIP candidate, thought 
multi-racialism a huge benefit and a 
wonderful thing! 

Another question the BNP group 
managed to ask was: “Why has the BNP 
been denied a place on the top table 
tonight?” Everybody, excluding the 
Tories and Greens, said they were 
willing to debate openly with the BNP, 
even the Labour representative. Ironic- 
ally, neither the Tory nor Green mayoral 
candidates bothered to turn up for the 


evening. They were replaced by 
other spokesmen from their 
parties. It was a very interesting 
and entertaining evening and 
Julian managed to speak to a couple of 
his political rivals and fellow candidates 
after the debate. 

The story about the BNP’s exclusion 
made the local newspaper and the 
Church Times, and we must hope that 
before the election on June 10th Julian 


will be able to attend some of these 
‘open’ meetings and speak from the 
platform. 

The Tory and Green boycott of the 
event was not the first time this stunt 
has been tried on the BNP; it has 
happened many times before, one or 
other representative of the ‘mainstream’ 
parties threating to pull out if the BNP is 
invited. Of course, if the organisers — 
who are often local clerics — had any 
gumption they would say to the would- 
be boycotters: "OK, you don’t want to 
take part. That’s your decision. The 
debate will go ahead without you.” Very 
rarely, however, is this simple reponse 
given. The BNP gets squeezed out of 
the discussion because its opponents 
behave like spoilt kids running away, 
taking their bats and balls with them. 


SPEARHEAD SUPPORT FUND 


Income from the sales of our magazine is not enough to cover full 
production and administrative costs. We therefore rely on regular 
donations from our supporters so that we may remain solvent, 

Also, because of the controversial nature of the opinions expressed in 


these columns, it is impossible to induce wholesale distributers to handle 
the magazine. Hence another need for additional financial support. 

Please send all contributions to Spearhead, PO Box 2471, Hove, East 
Sussex BN3 4DT. Please note that receipts are not normally sent for 
donations of less than £10 unless specifically requested — in which case 
an SAE would be appreciated. Thanks. 


Page 27 


SATURDAY, April 3rd, was billed as the 
Grand British National Party London 
Rally. Members -and supporters from all 
over the capital and the Home Counties 
converged on a fabulous Central London 
venue, as part of a nationwide election 
fund-raising venture and speaking tour by 
Party Chairman Nick Griffin. 

Over 100 people gathered to hear 
speeches by candidates and leading party 
officials. The meeting was chaired by 
Frank Forte, who used his renowned 
humour throughout the proceedings, as he 
introduced each speaker. 

Mrs. Tess Culnane, one of the BNP’s 
Greater London Assembly candidates, was 
the first to speak. She gave a very passion- 
ate delivery, focusing on her deep feelings 
for our country and hopes for the party’s 
success. She received a standing ovation 
from the packed hall as she finished. 

Next on the platform was the, BNP’s 
leading GLA candidate, Jason Douglas. As 
a proportional representation) system will 
be used at these London elections, the 


media are predicting that he has a very 


good chance indeed of being elected and 
taking his place at City Hall, he informed 
the hall to loud applause. 

Interesting speeches followed by 
Matthew Single and Chris Roberts, both 
European parliamentary candidates for the 
Eastern region and London respectably. 

Jonathan Bowden, the party’s cultural 
officer, spoke next and really got the 
audience on their feet with a rousing 
address which included bringing back 

capital punishment, especially for drug- 
dealers. ' 

Then followed a very interesting and 
educational computer presentation by 
London Co-ordinator Richard Barnbrook, 
displaying graphs, graphics, statistics and 
photographs about immigration, crime and 
other social ills. He then he continued in- 
forming the captivated crowd how our 
party is campaigning against such evils. 
Julian Leppert, London mayoral candidate, 
was up next and he related his experiencés 
over the last month as a_ high-profile 
nationalist candidate. His TV appearance 
on ITV was the highlight, but there were 
also local newspaper coverage and the 
refusal the day before to allow him to speak 
at a mayoral-candidates ‘open’ debate — 
covered elsewhere in this:issue. | 

After a short break, the main speaker lof 
the afternoon, Nick Griffin, took to the 
stage and gave a highly informative and , 
emotive talk about the current state of’ 


Jonathan Bowden speaks. Seated left to right: Julian Leppert, Frank Forte and 
Nick Griffin. 


politics and our country. He spoke of the 
pathetic efforts by the Governments and 
official Opposition to deter voters from 
supporting our party, including Michael 
Howard’s foolish speech in Burnley and 
the secret ‘all-party’ conference held back 
in January to plan their electoral attack 
against the BNP. He continued by saying 
that these elections are crucial for our 
movement, but that electoral success is not 
certain and we must all campaign hard. Mr 
Griffin spoke of his whistle-stop tour of the 
whole of the British Isles to rally the 
support 'of members and supporters. He 
continued by outlining the establishment’s 
new plan to drop the philosophy of multi- 
culturalism in Britain and it replace with an 


all-inclusive sense of ‘belonging’, which 
Mr. Griffin pointed out was doomed to 
failure, as Muslims will never integrate and 
assimilate into a western democracy. He 
ended. with a call for everybody to get 
involved with our cause and struggle to 
win our country back from the traitors who 
are presently in power. All those assem- 
bled rose to their feet in cheers of 
appreciation. 

A traditional Dutch auction was then 
held and £11,000 in donations and pledges 
was raised for the London election fund. 
The meeting ended, with all those present 
again standing for a rendition of the party’s 
anthem ‘Jerusalem’. 


Report by BOB GERTNER 


The end: everyone stands for ‘Jerusalem’ 
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